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forp Justice Woop takes his seat for the first 
ge to-day. With respect to the new Vice-Chan- 
r, the rumours are many and amusing. In one 
pa Q. C., whose name has been mentioned as a possible 
sor to Sir W. P. Wood, has received sundry applica- 
from persons craving office under him as Vice- 
neellor. The name of Mr. Baggallay is now most 
quently coupled with the vacant office. He isa gen- 
nan for whom we have a very kindly feeling, but it 
no disrespect to him to say that Mr. G. M. Giffard, 
e name is also mentioned, would, in our opinion, be 
better successor to the very able judge who has now 
jved to the appellate court. We observe that by a 
aceful act of courtesy on the part of Lord Justice 
wyn, Vice-Chancellor Wood is to assume the position 
F Yeenior Lord Justice; under this arrangement Sir 
YP. Wood will take precedence of his colleague in the 
fivy Council, We may observe that the statute under 
th the Lords Justices are appointed does not affect 
precedence relatively to each other. 


Tur cAsE of Langton v. Waite, in which Vice-Chan- 
lor Malins gave judgment last Saturday, is another 
ise of considerable moment to the dealers and specu- 
rs in stocks and shares. Disencumbered of details, 
facts were, briefly, that the plaintiff, through his 
ers, mortgaged a quantity of Grand Trunk Canada 
jilway Stock to the defendants, who were stock- 
fokers, for a three months’ loan. During the in- 
irval the defendants sold the stock, and the price 
faving fallen at the end of the three months, realised a 
fofit of about £8,000. The plaintiff claimed that the 
etendants must account to him for the proceeds of this sale. 
he defence was—firstly, that there was no privity be- 
ween the plaintiff and the defendants—this objection 
vasclearly untenable; and,secondly,that bythe rulesof the 
ock Exchangethe holders of stock can deal with it as they 
e, Upon this point there was a conflict of evidence. The 
ce-Chancellor concluded that there was no such usage, 
ior do we see how there could be a usage so one-sided in 
ts operation.” And he held, finally, assisting himself 
yy the decision in Lx parte Denison, 3 Ves. 552, that the 
Mortgagees must account to the plaintiffs for the amount 
feceived forthe stock. We have not heard whether or 
No this decision is likely to be appealed, but it appears 
#0 plainly correct that an appeal would be rather 
& desperate proceeding. We shall make further com- 
ent when the case appears in the Weekly Reporter. 


Ir wit have been seen by our columns last week (p. 
3) that the Jamaica Committee have taken advantage of 
isit of Ex-Governor Eyre to London to endeavour to 
: e him amenable to the criminal law for his share in 
‘the unhappy murder of George W. Gordon, after the sup- 
ression of the Jamaica riots of 1865. We have already 
e than once expressed our opinion of this proceeding, 
opinion which was practically embodied, though in 
f more precise and forcible language than ours, in the 


morable charge of lord Chief Justice Cockburn to the 





grand jury before whom Colonel Nelson and Lieutenant 
Brand were indicted, and we have never ceased to con- 
gratulate ourselves on the part which this Journal ad- 
mittedly had in procuring the inquiry into that melan- 
choly tragedy; but we have also more than once main- 
tained that the process of “ vindication” has gone far 
enough, and deprecated any attempt at “persecution” 
of the fallen, and we are glad to see that Sir Thomas 
Henry agrees with us on the one point as emphatically 
as Sir A. Cockburn did upon the other. 


IN THE CASE of Thomas Marlow, William Beesley, 
and Louis Bee, who were tried at Warwick on Monday 
last for the murder of Miss Milburne, a point of prac- 
tice was decided by Mr. Justice Montague Smith, who 
presided at the trial. The prisoners were separately 
defended, and at the close of the case for the prosecution 
the counsel for Beesley and Bee announced their in- 
tention of calling witnesses, whereas no witnesses were 
brought forward on behalf of Marlow. 

The reader will remember that by Mr. Denman’s Act, 
in criminal cases, where a prisoner is defended by 
counsel, and does not call witnesses, the counsel for the 
Crown has the right of summing up his case at the 
close of his evidence, after which the counsel for the 
prisoner addresses the jury, and the jadge then sums 
up. Where, however, the prisoner calls witnesses 
the counsel for the prisoner may, at the close of 
the evidence for the Crown, open his case to the 
jury, call his witnesses, and then sum up his evi- 
dence to the jury, after which the counsel for the 
Crown has a right to reply upon the whole case. On the 
trial at Warwick, Mr. Waddy, who appeared for Mar- 
low, submitted that, inasmuch as if his client had been 
indicted alone, his counsel would have had the last word 
to the jury, he ought not to be deprived of that advan- 
tage by the fact of his being indicted jointly with 
others; he therefore suggested to the learned judge that 
the best course would be for the counsel for Beesley and 
Bee first to go into their cases and then for the counsel 
for the Crown to exercise his right of reply, after which 
he himself would address the jury on behalf of Marlow. 
Mr. Justice Smith, however, decided against taking 
such a course, but said that if Mr. Waddy wished it, he 
would require Mr. Elers, the counsel for the Crown, to 
sum up his evidence against Marlow, after which Mr. 
Waddy might address the jury on behalf of his client, 
that the cases of Beesley and Bee might then be gone 
into, and Mr. Elers be allowed his reply as against 
them alone. Mr. Waddy declined to insist upon this course 
being taken, and the judge then gave him the choice 
of addressing the jury either before or after the evidence 
for Beesley and Bee had been gone into. Upon this Mr. 
Waddy elected to go to the jury forthwith. 


WHEN THE PROPOSAL of a certain assurance society, 
to enable persons to make provisions for their wives and 
children by means of what were called “ Settlement 
Policies’ recently came under our consideration, we 
pointed out various impediments to the success of such a 
scheme, and particularly the difficulty an assurance 
society would find in discharging the functions of 
trustees. We are, therefore, not surprised at the criti- 
cism which Mr. Shaw Lefevre’s bill, to enable the same 
object to be secured by means of simple nominations en- 
dorsed on the policies has met with. To verbal criticism, 
indeed, the bill is obnoxious enough—we wish the same 
could not be said of many bills which pass into acts— 
but the substantial objections are probably those raised 
by Mr. Hayes in a letter to] a contemporary. He asks, 
—referring to the second clause of the bill which en- 
ables a person who has effected a policy on his life, to 
nominate by writing endorsed on the policy, his wife 
and any one or more of his children, jointly or otherwise, 
to receive the moneys payable under the policy,—Has the 
language of the bill any applicability, express or reason- 


ably constructive, to the ordinary settlement.of a policy 
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on the husband’s life, or ta any settlement whatever, 
where the intended recipients are not persons in being 
and capable of individual designation ? If it has, do 
the blank portions of the documents commonly issued 
by assurance offices, as life policies, admit of the endorse- 
ment (unless in abbreviated short-hand) of such a 
nomination marriage settlement? Assuming the bill 
to be applicable, and the endorsement practicable, could 
the trusts and provisions of such a settlement be worked 
out by a life assurance company, or wisely or justly im- 
posed upon them as now constituted ? 

Now, looking at the frame of the Bill, we think that 
its supporters might safely answer these questions in 
the negative, and disarm Mr. Hayes by denying that 
they have anything like the ordinary marriage settlement 
in view. We conceive that their intention is, that a person 
who has insured his life, may be enabled, in the simplest 
manner possible, to secure the distribution of the policy 
moneys immediately on his death, and in the proportions 
he may have specified, among his wife and such surviv- 
ing children as he may have nominated in his lifetime. 
If this be so the difficulty of the incapacity of an assur- 
ance society to act as trustees is removed, at the ex- 
pense, however, of the new system being inapplicable in 
all cases where it is desirable that the widow should take 
a life interest in the whole or a large portion of the 
fund, and that the interest of the children should be 
postponed until her death. Some outcry has been raised 
against the provision that the nomination shall be good 
as against creditors, unless the nominator is adjudged 
bankrupt, or insolvent (whatever this may mean) 
within a year from the nomination, or his estate is de- 
clared insolvent within six months from his death. We 
see no great reason for alarm at the substance of this 
clause, but the details of it, ard of the Bill generally, 
are open to exception in many respects, and we should 
like to hear more about the alleged working of the same 
method of nomination in Canada and Australia, before 
we assent to its introduction here. 


At WINCHESTER, Mr. Justice Blackburn, sitting in 
the Crown Court after trying a number of trifling cases 
of petty larceny, remarked that he wished the magis- 
trates could find some plan for relieving the assizes of 
such work. With the wish that the time of the judges 
should not be thus wasted, we cordially agree, but the 
remark should, we think, have been addressed to the 
grand jury,and through them to the Legislature. The only 
way in which the magistrates could assist in lightening 
the work would be by disposing summarily of session 
cases, a thing they are already prone enough in some 
places todo. The simple remedy for the evil would be 
to give magistrates discretion to commit prisoners to the 
next sessions in spite of an intermediate assize. At pre- 
sent the judges must clear the gaol, and the alteration 
can only be made by the Legislature, and should be pressed 
on the attention of the legal members of the House of 
Commons. The change is most desirable in all respects. 
The effect of it would be that the graver cases would be 
tried by judge and juries not wearied by the petty details 
of numerous cases of larceny, to the importance of 
which the imposing apparatus of assizes is quite out of 
proportion. Cases at Nisi Prius, too, would stand a much 
better chance of trial; but the benefits are so obvious 
that we need not labour to point them out further, but 
recommend the simple expedient to the attention of 
our judges and legislators. 


IT IS WITH some surprise that we observe the following 
paragraph in the paper of a contemporary usually well 
informed on matters of public interest. 

Whoever takes the trouble to read the daily records of the 
proceedings in the Courts of Chancery will see that the rule 
is to appeal from the judgments of the Vice-Chancellor. In 
no case does the judgment of the Court of Chancery appear 
satisfactory to the parties engaged ; and the result of such 
a mode of proceeding is to place a power in the hands of the 





———— 
wealthy and unscrupulous, to involve all ney 2 in serions 
expense, and to prolong litigation to undue limits, The 
working of our Common Law system is otherwise. We g¢. 
dom hear of an appeal from the Court of Queen’s Bench to the 
Court of Exchequer Chamber ; and the reason is obvioys, 
We have in every case the judgment of three judges in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and the public are generally satis. 
fied. We very much doubt whether the business of the 
Court of Chancery would not be more rapidly got through 
if there were three Vice-Chancellors sitting in the Court in- 
stead of one; and but one Court of Appeal, constituted ip 
a similar manner to the Exchequer Chamber, composed of 
the judges of all the Courts.—London Review, 


We must presume the writer to have been aware that 
the Court of Chancery numbers four Courts of pri 
jurisdiction, viz., those of the three Vice-Chancellors, and 
the Master of the Rolls. Any scheme which should in. 
volve these judges sitting together, without the appoint- 
ment of fresh Vice-Chancellors, would be simply im- 
possible, because there would not be sufficient judge 
power to dispose of the work which the Vice-Chancellors 
and the Master of the Rolls at present manage to get 
through. At present, during the sittings of the Court, 
there are, setting aside the days on which the Master of 
the Rolls may happen to be sitting in the Privy Council, 
twenty-four Courts held in each week, that is, six by 
each of these four judges, and if thisnumber were materially 
reduced by throwing several of the Courts into one, the 
remaining sittings would certainly be insufficient for the 
disposal of all the matters, including petitions, sum- 
monses, winding-up matters, as well as motions for 
decree, which await the decision of the Courts. 

The paragraph, however, proceeds upon a total mis- 
conception of the proportion subsisting between the 
number of decisions, and the number of appeals, This 
will appear from the following table, showing the num- 
ber of orders made, and the number of appeals, for four 
years, beginning with 1863. 





Orders made 1866. | 1865. | 1864. | 1863, 





Pleas ase rd eA 4 9 5 9 
Demurrers ... pe sis 36 44) 60 55 
Exceptions ... eee ose 23 13 20 13 
Motions for Decree aes 964; 937) 938) 848 
Causes “a sé bie 184 183 192 
Special Cases ws ees 17 19 22 
Further Consideration ... 532} 620 500 
Petitions under Winding-up 

Acts Sais sai ik 
Other Petitions 
Special Motions 
Summonses 


161} 69 39 
2,672| 2,669 2,485 
1,251) 1,085 1,107 
6,913] 6,495 6,513 




















12,767) 12,043) 12,473] 11,783 
8994 
15 





Appeals and Re-hearings ... 68 
Appeal Motions... an 66 | 76 
Appeal Petitions ... - ... 2} 16 13) 








| 159 189 183) 181 





A great many of these orders, such for instance as 
those made on petitions or summonses, would be matters 
almost of course, from which an appeal would be well- 
nigh impossible ; but, allowing for this, it is sufficiently 
plain from the above figures that it is anything but “ the 
rule to appeal from” the judgments of the Vice-Chan- 
cellors or Master of the Rolls. With regard to the Com- 
mon Law business, it would be somewhat difficult to 
estimate the proportions which the number of actual 
appeals bears to the number of possible appeals, because, 
as our readers are aware, it is not in every case (h 
in the Queen’s Bench for instance), that an appeal is pos- 
sible. Roughly, we may say that an appeal would be 
possible in half the cases heard, and as to the remainder, 
the appeals very much resemble those in Chancery. If 
the case involvesa very heavy stake, or if the unsu 
party thinks he sees a chance of a compromise, the pre- 
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ies, at any rate of an appeal, are more likely 
tobe commenced than not. If this be otherwise the 
‘decision probably remains unassailed. 

 Wecannot argue therefore that the present Chancery 
system, as complained of by our contemporary, affords 
. guch an advantage to the wealthy and unscrupulous and 
tends to the undue prolongation of litigation. Had the 
objection been made to the existence of an intermediate 
court of appeal in the tribunals of the Lord Chancellor 
and Lords Justices, we should have been more inclined to 
acquiesce, believing as we do, in company with Sir 
Roundell Palmer, that with proper courts of first instance, 
intermediate courts of appeal are objectionable. The 
scheme suggested by our contemporary is unnecessary and 


impossible. 


ONE OR TWO curious decisions have been lately given 
by magistrates as to what constitutes cruelty to animals. 
Some months ago a bench of Gleucestershire justices 
held that to cause great agony to a dog by pouring 
spirits of turpentine upon the root of its tail, did not 
amount to “cruelly torturing ” within the statutory 
provision thereto relating. We do not expect to have 
statutes particularly well interpreted by county J. P.s, 
but we own to being considerably surprised at a conclusion 
recently arrived at by Mr. Trafford, stipendiary magistrate 
at Salford, who determined that several men who engaged 
in a “ pig hunt,” the fun of which appears to have con- 
sisted in peppering the carcase of an unfortunate pig 
with small shot until its hide was riddled like a colander, 
in order to make it run, were not guilty of cruelty to 
the pig. Since neither of these acts was held to amount 
to — torturing, it would be curious to know what 
would. 








































QUESTIONS ON THE LAW OF donatio mortis causd are 
not of very frequent occurrence in any of our courts ; a 
case of this kind has, however, been recently decided 
by the judge of the Ipswich County Court, and as the 
decision appears to us to involve a misconception 
of one of the three essential constituents of a donatio 
mortis causd, the case is worthy of a short notice (vide 
the report in another column). The facts were 
briefly that the daughter of an old lady, bedridden 
in her last illness, fetched for her mother a sum of 
money from the bank, spent a portion, on her way 
home, in wine, &c. for the invalid, and returned 
to the sick chamber with the remainder. Her own ac- 
count was that, holding out this sum to the sick woman, 
the latter said, “Take the remainder, it is as much 
yours as mine ; you may live to want it.” This account 
was corroborated by another witness, while the evidence 
of a second witness tended to show that the sick woman’s 
meaning might merely be that the daughter should take 
the control of the money for the support of the house- 
hold generally. We are not, however, objecting to the 
result of the decision arrived at by Mr. Worlledge, 
for the case was, at best, a doubtful one upon the evi- 
dence; what we question is the correctness of the 
judges’ ruling, that “munual” delivery is essential 
to the validity or a donatio mortis causd, where the 
subject-matter admits of it. Undoubtedly there must 
be delivery to the donee mortis causd, or a third party 
for him, and the donor must part with and not resume 
possession, but we cannot find any authority or princi- 
ple on whieh a manual tradition should be considered 
indispensable, 

Mr. Worlledge says, “It is clear there was no actual 
manual delivery of the money by the mother to the 
daughter at the time the alleged words of gift were ut- 
tered by the mother. It is true that the money was in 
the defendant’s possession when the alleged words of 
gift were uttered, and it may be true that the defendant 
offered her mother the money, but I have been unable 
to find a single case where an actual delivery has been 
held unnecessary, if the subject-matter of the gift were 
Capable of delivery ”—and he cites the well-known 
























cases of Bunn v. Markham, 7 Taunt. 244; Hawkins v. 
Blewitt, 2 Esp. 663; Shower v. Pilck, 4 Ex. 478; con- 
tinuing —‘In the latter case Baron Rolfe said, 
“There must be a delivery to make the gift valid. 
Here there is a mere statement that the goods 
which the defendant has in her possession, the 
owner will give her.’ So in the present case, when 
the words of the gift were uttered. the money was in the 
defendant’s possession, and there was no delivery in 
fact.” 

But these cases do not decide that manual delivery 
is necessary. Shower v. Pilck sounds the strongest, 
but in that case there was a mere verbal statement 
—“I will give you all the plate that is mine,” the plate 
being at that time in the custody o. ‘possession of the de- 
fendant;—obviously there was no delivery there. In 
Brown v. Markham the testator directed several parcels 
to be sealed and endorsed with the names of proposed 
recipients, they were then placed in a chest, which was 
locked and the key replaced in the testator’s possession, 
and the case was decided on the ground of resumption of 
possession by the donee. In Hawkins v. Blewitt, also, 
there was a resumption of possession, in fact the donor 
had not thoroughly parted with the dominion over the 
thing in question. 

It has never, we believe, been actually decided that 
delivering need not be manual, butso far as we are aware 
there is no decision to the contrary, and while the prin- 
ciple of donatio mortis vausd requires actual delivery, it 
does not necessitate that this should be manual. Suppose 
the defendant in thiscase to have approached her mother’s 
bedside, and held out the money; there might, in accor- 
dance with all the authorities, have been an actual “ de- 
livery” effected by the mother’s words, without the ne- 
cessity of her taking the coins into her own hands for the 
purpose of handing them back to the defendant. 

In the practical result, the decision in question is 
very probably right, but as regards the attributes of a 
donatio mortis causd it appears to us to have erred, 
in consequence of the learned judge not distinguishing 
between actual and manual delivery. 





THE ReEMONSTRANCES of the Lord Chief Justiee on the 
one hand, against the proposition of setting her 
Majesty’s judges to try election petitions, and on the other 
hand the reluctance of the House of Commons to part 
with this jurisdiction to any tribunal of lesser dignity 
than the Barons or Justices of the Superior Courts of Com- 
mon Law, has induced Mr. Disraeli to propose a modifi- 
cation of the bill as it now stands. His scheme is inten- 
ded to meet the objections of both sides. He proposes 
that her Majesty shall be empowered to nominate two 
Barons or Justices, as the case may be, who shall 
forthwith cease to be judges for ordinary purposes; 
these judges retaining their emoluments and digni- 
ties, are to devote themselves to the trial of election 
petitions, and when not so employed are to augment 
the strength of the appellate tribunals by sitting in the 
Exchequer Chamber, and on the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. We must presume that this plan 
is to be worked by augmenting the number of common 
law judges, for we could not afford to have two of 
their number permanently withdrawn from circuit and 
Nisi Prius work. So far, therefore, as the ordinary 
business of the common law courts is concerned, there 
would be no withdrawal of judge power, while the 
strength of the Exchequer Chamber and the Privy 
Council would be increased, which, at any rate, 
in the latter case, would be a decided gain. As regards 
the election investigations it seems bo us that two judges 
will be insufficient for the purpose ; if the crop of peti- 
tions after any general election be at all numerous, there 
will be a very inconvenient delay before these two 
judges can get through the round ; while if they are in- 
tended, which we presume is not the case, to sit to- 
gether, this inconvenience will be doubled. The proposed 





tribunal seems therefore to be numerically insufficient 
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for the special purpose to which it is designed 
yet we should hesitate long before we entertained the 
idea of setting aside a larger number of judges to try 
election petitions during one month, and sit as appeal 
judges during twenty. Moreover, it remains to be examined 
how far it may be well to compel any judge of the 
superior courts to preside over the nastiness and party- 
rancour of an election inquiry. 

One novelty attendant upon such ascheme would be 
the presence in the appellate tribunal of the Exchequer 
Chambers of judges, never sitting elsewhere as judges of 
first instance, That system would be new at Common 
Law, though otherwise in Chancery, and it certainly 
seems to us that until we have atleast some better idea 
of the general future of our legal system, and have re- 
ceived the report of the Judicature Commission, it would 
be somewhat premature to make so important an altera- 
tion in the number and functions of our judges. On 
Thursday the new clauses for carrying this scheme into 
effect are to be brought forward, and we shall then be in 
a better position to judge of the proposition just made. 

As to the general scope of this bill, itis, we suppose, 
in vain to hope that any member of the House will be 
found patriotic enough to move the one amendment 
which would strike to the root of the matter, viz., a 
provision for ensuring an investigation wherever there is 
a case for inquiry. Hither there should be something 
in the nature of a public prosecutor in election 
matters, or else a prima facie investigation should be a 
matter of course after every contest, to be followed 
by the regular inquiry if necessary. To make no 
improvement in this respect, and yet expend infinite 
pains in perfecting the constitution of the tribunal 
which is to conduct the investigations, is much as if a 
man were to devote labour and ingenuity in construct- 
ing a furnace and, making no arrangement for the 
supplying and feeding it with fuel, were to expect it 
to be constantly blazing. To take an instance which 
we have taken before—We may perfect our election tri- 
bunal as much as we please, whether by utilizing our 
judges or otherwise, but there will still beno better chance 
of the Lyme Regis elections coming under its purview ; 
and if the criminal be not prosecuted at all, it avails but 
little that judge and jury are the best that ean be had. 





THE SLIGO TRIALS. 


The trial of Nagle, which was to have been pro- 
ceeded with at the present Sligo Assizes, has been 
postponed till the next !assizes, in consequence of the 
difficulty experienced in finding a sufficient number of 
aliens to constitute a jury de medietate lingua, and 
the other Fenian cases upon other grounds. But 
this postponement did not take place till after Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald had charged the grand jury, and the 
grand jury had returned true bills against the several 
prisoners, so that the general outline of the cases ine 
tended to be made against the accused, and the various 
legal questions likely to arise upon those facts if they 
should be proved to the satisfaction of a jury, have been 
brought to the knowledge of the public. And certainly it 
is difficult to imagine a case giving rise to questions of 
greater delicacy and importance, or more certain to force 
into unpleasant prominence some of the doctrines of 
our law which can least bear the light, and others 
which are most offensive to our susceptible neighbours 
in America. These cases must, it seems clear, give 
rise to a question which, we believe, is new, and which 
is certainly of extreme importance, viz. what is the 
nature and extent of the jurisdiction of a state in mat- 
ters criminal, first, over its ports and harbours, and, 
secondly, over the adjacent seas within a league, or 
within cannon shot, of the shore. In the next place 
these trials must raise very delicate questions as to 
what is a sufficient overt act of treason, and we need 
not remind our readers that the leading authorities upon 





ders in our history, cases to which no lover of his coun. 
try can feel anxious to call the attention of Europe and 
America. And, lastly, in the case of all the prisoners, 
except Nagle, the law officers of the Crown will have to 
rely in the most decisive manner possible upon the un. 
popuiar doctrine of indefeasible allegiance. Under thesg 
circumstances we are by no means surprised that in 
many quarters a wish has been expressed that the pro. 
secutions should be abandoned altogether. 

Without touching upon any questions of fact likely to 
be controverted, and without assuming anything which 
is not fully known, we can give our readers a sufficient 
outline of the case to enable them to understand its legal 
bearing. The prisoners are indicted under 11 & 12 Vict.¢ 
12,8. 8, for treason-felony in compassing to depose the 
Queen from the crown of Ireland, and declaring that inten- 
tion by overtact. The prisoner Nagle isa native-born Ameri- 
can; the other prisoners are subjects of the Queen by 
birth, but have become'naturalised citizens of the United 
States. It is said that they were all members of the 
Fenian conspiracy in America; and that last spring, soon 
after the outbreak of March, they and a number of other 
persons embarked on board the ship Jacknell for Ireland, 
with the presumed intention of taking part in a contem- 
plated insurrection. The facts that followed are thus 
stated by Mr. Justice Fitzgerald:— 


‘The Jacknell—I am speaking now not from anything offi- 
cially before me, but from recollections of what I saw in 
the Press—had no papers and carried no colours. Passin 
over the events of the voyage, somewhere about the 20th of 
May the vessel arrived in Sligo Bay, having first been off 
the coast of Donegal. It will, I assume, be matter of evi- 
dence before you, as it forms the subject of much set forth 


Sligo Bay, near the coast, by those engaged in the Jacknell 
expedition. I believe some one or two of the so-called 
officers put in here, and there was also the remarkable trans- 
action of leaving a couple of wounded men on shore. In 
addition, it is stated that communication with the ship was 
held by Fenian emissaries from the town or its vicinity in 
reference to the design of ap! ger the town by a sudden 
attack, and hoisting in it the standard of insurrection. 
That design, if it was entertained, was disappointed. No 
attempt was made upon the town of Sligo, and the Jacknell, 
after hovering about this coast for several days, left, and the 
next we hear of her is that the persons on board, having 
suffered greatly from want of provisions, and exposure to the 
sea, landed at Helvick Head, on the coast of Waterford, 
Twenty-five or twenty-six of them were arrested by the 
os i and eight of them are now to be brought to 
trial.” 


Let us consider, first, the bearing of this alleged state of 
facts on the caseof Nagle. He isan American citizen, owing 
in general no allegiance to her Majesty. No act which 
he may have done in America can make him amenable 
to English law. Neither can anything which may have 
taken place on board the Jackneli, while on the high 
seas, constitute in Nagle any offence against English 
law. But on the other hand, an alien who comes for a 
longer or shorter period into the dominions of any 
state, owes, so long as he remains there, a temporary 
allegiance to the state, and for anything which he does 
during his sojourn there, is liable to the penalties of 
the law, just as a citizen is. Accordingly, if Nagle came 
within her Majesty’s dominions, and while there, com- 
mitted what, in a British subject, would be treason- 
felony, he is also guilty of treason-felony. Farther 
in order to warrant a conviction at Sligo it must 
appear that the offence was committed within the 
county of Sligo. The Crown, therefore, undertake to 
show, first, that the prisoner entered the county of Sligo 
in such a sense as to give rise to a temporary allegiance 
to her Majesty; secondly, that while there he entertained 
a design to overthrow the British Government; and, 
thirdly, that while there he evidenced that design by 
some overt act. Now, to establish the first of these pro- 
positions, the Crown, as it would seem, are obliged to 
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- of each state extends over its ports and inlets, and over 


the sea to the distance of a league, or the range of a can- 
non, from the shore; and to contend that, while the 
Jacknell was hovering off Sligo, whenever she came 
within an inlet, or within three miles of the shore, 
‘Nagle immediately came within the county of 
Sligo, and within her Majesty’s dominions, in such a 
sense as to give rise to the duty of temporary allegiance, 
and this, although the ship on board which he was, was 
not a British but a foreign one. We are far from say- 
ing that this may not be the true view of the law. Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald provisionally charged the grand jury 
thatit was so. “If, therefore, any acts of the prisoner 
on the high seas shall be offered in evidence, you will 
have to inquire whether the Jacknell was then within the 
headlands of any bay or estuary, or within three miles 
of the shore, and I direct you, for the purpose of your in- 
quiry, to consider and deal with such acts as if com- 
mitted on the adjoining shore.” But at least this ru- 
ling involves the application to a wholly new class 
of cases of the doctrine of territorial jurisdiction 
over adjacent seas; and an extension of the rules of 
temporary allegiance, legitimate perhaps, but never con- 
templated by those who laid down those rules. His 
Lordship certainly did not go too far when he said—* It 
is not improbable that some questions of novelty and 
difficulty may arise on this branch of the case, and it is 
by no means clearly defined for what purpose the sove- 
reign jurisdiction of the Queen over the adjoining pre- 
cints of the high seas, not being within the body of a county 
as admitted by foreign nations, can be maintained, or 
whether an alien, while in a ship of his own country on 
the high seas, and not within the body of a country, can 
commit any overt act of high treason or treason-felony.” 

Supposing this difficulty to be got over, the Crown 
must then prove a treasonable intent entertained while 
within her Majesty’s dominions, Now we can not, of 
course, anticipate what evidence the Crown may be able 
to adduce to show a criminal intention, or what the ulti- 
mate finding on the point may be. But though the proof 
may be facilitated, yet the public satisfaction in any de- 
cision of the case will not be increased by what, it is 
evident, must be the nature of the evidence-on this point. 
The learned judge has laid down, and we have no doubt 
he is right in his ruling, that the prisoner’s proceedings 
in America and upon the high seas may be gone into be- 
‘ore the jury, as tending to show the motive of his con- 
duct when afterwards in Ireland. But though this is 
clearly right in point of law, it is extremely unsatisfactory 
that such a course of inquiry should have to be pursued, 
in a case in which it is all-important that the distinction 
should be clearly observed between what occurred within 
the jurisdiction and what occurred without it, inasmuch 
as in this case the place, does not go to any mere ques- 
tion of form or procedure but is of the essence of the 
offence. 

Next, the Crown must prove an overt act within the 
coanty. Now we do not know what the overt acts are, 
which the Crown lawyers believe themselves in a po- 
sition to prove. It may be that they can prove some acts 


within the required limits of such a clear and unambi- 


guous character as of themselves tobe, in theordinary sense 
of the word, an evidence of the alleged treasonable in- 
tention. But having regard to the nature of the case, 
they will be unusually fortunate if they can prove such 
acts as these. And we cannot help remembering that 
acts having no tendency to prove the treasonable design, 
though they may be said to be in furtherance of it, have 
in England been held sufficient acts of treason, The 
strnoger precedents on this subject are of a kind which 
we should be very sorry to see followed in such a case as 
the present. It would be very unsatisfactory to see an 
American citizen convicted of the treason of stepping 
into a boat in Sligo Bay, in furtherance of. a design 
proved from his conduct in America, And yet such a 
result is perfectly possible. 

The cases of the other prisoners differ from that of 


Nagle in this, that instead of being natural born Ameri- 
cans, they are British subjects by birth, naturalised in 
America. Now itis clear that by the law of England, 
a British subject cannot cast off his natural allegiance to 
the British Crown ; and, therefore, that these men are 
in precisely the same position as if they had never been 
naturalised. And, as the learned judge pointed out in 
his charge, the law of America has always been 
the same upon this point. This gives rise to two points 
of difference between their case and Nagle’s. First, 
they are not entitled to be tried by a mixed jury 
Secondly, they may be indicted for any treasonable 
practices of which they may have been guilty in America, 
as substantive treasons, though to give jurisdiction in 
Sligo, some overt act must be laid and proved there. To 
rely upon these distinctions will obviously be to assert 
in the strongest and most effectual of all possible ways, 
the doctrine of indefeasible allegiance, a doctrine clear in 
law, but by no means popular in America and elsewhere. 

Upon the whole we can only say again that we have 
seldom if ever known a case so full of awkward and 
delicate points as tlhe present. And we are by no means 
surprised at the hesitation so generally felt as to the 
propriety of forcing such a case to trial. 





RECENT CASES ON POOR LAW RATING. 
No. II. 

The remaining cases that we have to notice, viz., The 
Mayor of Lincoln v. Holmes Common, 15 W. R. 786, 2 
L. R. Q. B. 482; The Queen v. St. Martin’s, Leicester, and 
The Queen v. Castle View, Leicester, 15 W. R. 1068, 2 L. 
R.Q. B. 498; The Justices of Lancashire -v. Cheetham, 
16 W. R. 124; and The Queen vy. Sherford, 15 W. R. 1035, 
2 L. R. Q. B. 503, all turn on the great case of Jones v. 
The Mersey Docks, 13 W. R. 1069, 35 L. J. M. 0.1. In 
that case the House of Lords swept away the maze of 
contradictory decisions, about the exemption from rates of 
charitable and public institutions, which had been 
accumulating ever since Lord Mansfield's judgment in 
The King v. St. Luke’s Hospital, 2 Bur. 1053; and laid 
down the simple rule that under the statute of Elizabeth, 
occupation to be rateable must be of property capable of 
yielding a clear rent to some one over and above the 
necessary outgoings; and they traced back the exemp- 
tion from rates of buildings occupied for public purposes 
to its only true foundation, viz., that the Crown was not 
mentioned in the statute and was not bound by it. 

In The Mayor of Lincoln v. Holmes Common, the Cor- 
poration of Lincoln, as lords of the manor, were owners 
and occupiers of a common; but the resident freemen 
enjoyed aright of pasture over it which exhausted the 
whole profit of the land, and left no beneficial value in the 
occupation. In anold case of an almost exactly similar 
nature the Corporation of York had been held rateable: R, 
v. The Lord Mayor, Sc. of York, 6 A. & E. 419; but that 
was before the Municipal Corporation Act, and the free- 
men were then still part of the corporation, and the land 
was enjoyed by a part of the body sought to be rated. 
Consequently that case was distinguishable from one 
where the corporation occupied subject to a right of com- 
mon in gross in third parties. But then it was said that 
the Corporation of Lincoln occupied as trustees for the 
freemen, and that by the well known principle of Jones 
v. The Mersey Docks, bare trustees were rateable. But 
that case only decided that bare trustees are rateable 
where the property in respect of whieh the rate is made 
can yield a rent above what is required for its main- 
tenance, no matter whether such rent is paid to the occu- 
pier for his own use, or for a charity or cestui que trust 
of any kind, because the occupier can stop the rate out 
of the profits before handing them over—in fact that 
the occupation must be beneficial, though not necessarily 
to the person rated. But here there was only an occu- 
pation subject to a profit a prendre so extensive that 
nothing could come to the hands of the corporation, and 
the hypothetical tenant under the Parochial Assessment 
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Act would give absolutely nothing for it. The Court, 
therefore, held that the corporation was not rateable. 
This decision is founded on the common sense view, that, 
notwithstanding the revolution or reformation in rating 
law effected by Jones v. The Mersey Docks, the occu- 
pation, to be rateable, must still be beneficial; and it 
follows that if the number of freemen in Lincoln were 
to decrease to such an extent that the cattle they had a 
right to turn out would not consume all the herbage on 
the common, the corporation would again become rate- 
able as beneficial occupiers. If they had to pay the rate 
now, they would have to pay it out of the borough 
fund, which is not properly applicable to any such pur- 
pose. 

As we have seen, the only occupiers exempt from the 
operation of the Act of Elizabeth are the Crown, and its 
direct and immediate servants, whose occupation is that 
of the Crown. In The Queen v. St. Martins, Leicester, 
the question was whether buildings necessarily occupied 
by the chief constable and an inspector of county police 
in the performance of their duties, were occupied by them 
as servants of the Crown within the exemption, or 
whether they were merely occupied for local public pur- 
poses. In The Justices of Lancashire vy. Stretford, 27 
L. J. M. C. 209, such buildings had been exempted, and 
the Court now held that the exemption remained in the 
present case, notwithstanding Jones v. The Mersey Docks. 
Chief Justice Cockburn, however, expressly guarded 
himeelf from laying down that buildings used for the 
purposes of mere local police would be exempt. In the 
case before him, and we conclude it would be almost 
invariably so, the police were subject to an annual go- 
vernment inspection, and, if the report were satisfactory, 
the Treasury made an annual grant towards their main- 
tenance in aid of the police rate. We should rather be in- 
clined to agree with Mr. Justice Mellor that, as the Queen 
is the fountain of justice, buildings necessarily used for 
administering justice, and for cognate objects, are occu- 
pied by servants of the Crown for the discharge of 
duties arising out of the royal prerogative. In The 
Queen v. Castle View, Leicester, the point decided was 
pretty obvious, viz, that the justices had no such 
occupation of Leicester Castle as to make them rateable. 
The custody of the Castle had been committed by letters 
patent under the seal of the Duchy of Lancaster to 
Lord Berners as constable, with the express proviso that 
he should permit the Assizes to be held there; and 
Chief Justice Cockburn expressed a strong opinion that 
this made it not rateable in the hands of the constable, 
although it was also to be used for certain local purposes. 
Thus it would seem that the occupation need not be 
exclusively for Crown purposes. If, however, the pro- 
perty is vot exclusively used for Crown purposes, and 
the occupation for such other purposes is beneficial, then 
the occupier is rateable in respect of the profit so made ; 
for in the last case on the subject, The Justices of Lan- 
cashire v. Cheetham, the County Magistrates had built the 
Assize Courts at Manchester under a local act; and 
under a power given them by that Act, they let these 
courts to the borough magistrates to hold the Manchester 
Quarter Sessions in, and made a net profit on such letting 
As far as the courts were intended for use at the assizes,. 
the county magistrates occupied for the Crown ; but yet 
they were held rateable, in respect of the profit they 
made by letting the courts to the borough. 

By the statute of Elizabeth the parson or vicar is ex- 
pressly rateable for tithes ; and in the Queen v. Sherford 
the question was whether, in assessing the tithe rent 
charge of an incumbent of three parishes, together 
making one benefice, he was entitled to deduct the 
salaries paid to two curates. It is clear that if the in- 
cumbent’s income arose from tithes actually let, they 
would be rateable in the hands of the tenant, after de- 
ducting the necessary outgoings, i.e., such expenses, if 
any, a8 are necessary to maintain the property in a state 
to command the rent ; and so, if it arose from the occu- 

pation of glebe, it would be rateable at the rent the 
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hypothetical tenant would give after making the same de. 
ductions ; and in neither case could the payment to curates 
be deducted. In the Hackney case, however, the Queen y, 
Goodchild, 27 L. J. M. ©. 233, the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in Lord Campbell’s time, held that, where the 
population was large, in that case 14,000, the reasonable 
stipend of a curate might be deducted, if his services 
were necessary ; and that decision was followed in three 
subsequent cases. As the law then stood it was, we 
think, a very fair and reasonable addition to the nume. 
rous exemptions already existing ; and it is matter of 
regret that to abolish it is to throw an additional burden 
on those who can often but ill afford it. But the public 
advantage ofa clear and uniform assessment outweighs 
the objection ; and once again we must have recourse to 
the Act of Elizabeth and Jones v. the Mersey Docks, 
Tithe rent charge is capable of beneficial occupation, and 
we must consider, not what it is worth to the incum.- 
bent, for, as we have before pointed out, it matters not 
to whom the profit goes, but its rateable value to the 
poor rate; and it is clear that the hypothetical tenant 
would give the same for it whether a curate were em- 
ployed or not. The Court took this view, and in 
overruling the Hackney case remarked, that it could only 
have been supported on the ground that the incumbent 
was forced to employ a curate and had to pay him out 
of the subject matter in respect of which he was rated. 
By the word “ forced” we suppose allusion was made to 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 106, 8. 20, by which a bishop can compel 
two full services in every parish church and chapel 
where there are more than one parish in the benefice. 

In this review of recent rating cases, one cannot help 
being struck by the importance of reverting to the 
original Poor Law Act, and the universal applicability of 
the principles enunciated in Jones v. The Mersey Dacks; 
that Act was passed in times when the infinite variety 
and extent of personal property now existing were not 
even dreamt of, and consequently it is, in our opinion, 
entirely unfitted to satisfy the requirements of the pre- 
sent day. If we are not to have new and comprehen- 
sive legislation on the subject, we must be content to 
take what amendments can be effected in the existing 
law from time to time ; and, on the whole, we are glad 
to think that the decisions we have been considering, 
taken with those immediately preceding them, have 
made a decided progress in the right direction, and 
we shall always hail with satisfaction anything calcu- 
lated to still further enlarge and simplify the law of 
rating. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
ELECTION IN CASES OF EXCESSIVE APPOINTMENT. 
Churchill v. Churchill, M. R., 16 W. R., 182. 

Mr. Haynes, in his clear and useful “ Outlines of Equity 
Jurisprudence,” passes a criticism on the length to which 
the doctrine of election has been carried in our courts. 
That, whenever you can discover in the will a conscious 
disposition of property not belonging to the testator, it is 
reasonable that the person entitled to this should not be 
allowod to take any benefit under the will, without car- 
rying out such disposition, he is prepared to admit, but 
insists that on principle this rule should be confined to 
conscious and not accidental dispositions ; andthat where 
there is nothing to show that the testator did not believe 
the property of which he affected to dispose to be his 
own,it is not fair to assume that he would have made the 
carrying out of this disposition a condition of any bounty 
which may be made to the true owner of the property. 
The question is one quite open to argument, but it is not 
immaterial to notice that in the code in course of prepa- 
ration for India, the rule is made applicable “ whether 
the testator does or does not believe that which he pro- 
fesses to dispose of by his will to be his own,” and this 
was probably not done without consideration, The point, 
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however, we wish to notice, is one arising in Churchill v. 
yurchitl, on which there has been some conflict of 
ion, A testator having a power to appoint settled 

y among his children, appoints to them equally, 

gnd directs that their shares under this appointment, as 
well as of his residuary estate bequeathed to them, should 
pesettled on themselves and their children. The latter 
pot being objects of the power, the question was whether 
the appointees could take any interest in the residue 
without settling the shares taken by them under the 
intment, The difficulty is caused by the concurrence 

of two well-established rules, one, that a gift to A., 
with expressions of desire that B. should participate in 
a specified manner, is equivalent to a trust in favour of 
B, and the other, that an appointment to A., an 
object of the power, with like expressions in favour of 
ns not objects of the power, will operate as an 
absolute appointment, the superadded directions being 
rejected. Will the second rule be applicable in a case 
like Churchill v. Churchill, or will the doctrines of 
election apply by virtue of the first? In Blacket v. 
lamb, 14 Beav. 482, it was held that the first rule was 
inapplicable in cases of appointment, In Moriarty v. 
Martin, 3 Ir. Ch. 26, Blackburne, L.C., refused to 
follow this decision, on the ground that the same words 
could not be understood in a different sense, where the 
subject of the disposition was property over which the 
testator had only a limited power of appointment, from 
that which was their established construction and effect 
when the subject was property of his own; but the 
last case was disapproved of by Brady, L.C., in King v. 
King, 15 Ir. Ch. 479, although from there being an ex- 
press clause of forfeiture, it was unnecessary to over- 
rule it. There is, moreover, an express decision of Vice- 
Chancellor Wood in Woolridge v. Woolridge, Johns, 63, 
that where there is an absolute appointment in favour 
of an object of the power, anda modification is attempted 


. ja a manner not allowed by the law, the court reads 


the will as if all the passages in which such attempts 
are made, were swept out of it for all intents and 
purposes, not only so far as they attempt to regulate 
the quantum of interest to be enjoyed by the appointees, 
but also so far as they might otherwise have been relied 
upon as raising a case of election. In Churchill v. 
Churchill the Master of the Rolls very naturally followed 
the last case, agreeing as it did with his own earlier 
decision, but his reasoning is very unsatisfactory, and 
would be equally cogent for abolishing the rule of 
election altogether, and we can by no means assent to 
the dictum, that in the case of a direct appointment to 
B, a person not an object of the power, CO. taking in 
default of appointment, would not be compelled to 
satisfy B. out of any interest C. might acquire under the 
will, Lord Romilly seems here to have forgotten hisown 
decision the other way in Reid v. Reid, 25 Beav. 481. 
Looking at the question apart from authority, we should 
have been inclined to assent to the decision in Moriarty 
v. Martin, believing it to be sound in principle, but there 
is no doubt of the law being at present otherwise. 





Looms 1N A MILL, WHEN FIXTURES. 
Boyd v. Shorrock, 16 W. R. 102, 5 L. R. Eq, 72. 

The distinction between this case and Hutchinson y¥. 
Kay, 5 W. R. 841, 23 Beav. 413, appears to us to be 
rather refined. In the latter there was an assignment of 
amill with the engines, &c., and all the machinery, 
fixtures, and effects, fixed up in and attached and be- 
longing to the mill, and it was held that looms, the feet 
of which rested in cups let into the floor, were not fixtures, 
80 as to pass without registration, on the ground that 
they were not furniture properly belonging to the mill, 
but liable to be changed from time to time according to 
the purpdse for which the mill was used, as spinning, 
Weaving, &c. In the former a mill with all the looms 
and other machinery fixed or moveable was assigned, and 
it has been held that looms, two of the legs of which were 


‘ pegged down by ordinary nails driven through holes in 
, the loom-feet into plugs of wood let into the flooring, 
_ passed as fixtures, The difficulty of removalin this case 
| would have been so slight, and the connection with the 
| building was so little more than nominal, that, so far as 
| the element of intention is material, we cannot find any 
raasoning which would not equally apply to both cases, 
and it could hardly be doubted that the arrangement of 
the looms was, and was intended to be as permanent in 
one case as in the other. In an Irish case, Re Dawson 
Tate, § Co., reported in last week's number of the Weekly 
Reporter, Boyd v. Shorrock seems to have been followed, 
power looms fastened by iron spikes let into the tiled 
flooring of the mill being treated as passing under an 
assignment in similar terms. Perplexing as the de- 
cisions in our.own courts are on this subject of fixtures, 
American judges appear to have found even greater 
difficulty in dealing with it,and one of them not long ago, 
in an elaborate judgment, held that as the moveable 
parts of fixed machinery were conceded to be fixtures, so 
the rolling stock of a railway, being only capable of 
travelling along the fixed rails, and useless apart from 
them, must be treated as sufficiently attached to and con- 
nected with the permanent way to pass by a mortgage of 
the latter against the claims of creditors. We should 
add that this doctrine is not generally recognised in 
America, 





EFFECT OF WINDING-UP ON LEGAL RIGHTS OF 
CREDITORS. 


Re Bastow § Co., V.C.M., 15 W. R. 1033; Le parte Smiths 
L.J.C., 16 W. R. 170. 

It may be useful to collect the recent cases explana- 
tory of the position of creditors whose proceedings 
against a company have been interrupted by a winding. 
up order. Since Zhe Great Ship Company case, 12 W. R. 
139, there has been no doubt that section 163 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, by which any attachment, seques- 
tration, distress, or execution, put in force against the 
estate or effects of the company after the commencement 
of the winding up, are declared to be void, only makes 
void those proceedings of the kinds specified for which 
the leave of the Court under section 87 has not been 
given. In that case execution had been issued upon the 
furniture and stores of the ship before the petition to 
wind up was presented, and on an application to restrain 
proceedings under the execution, Lord Justice Turner 
said: —* The Court is bound to look at the legal rights of 
the parties, and to the interests not of one class only, but 
of each particular class of creditors who may be affected 
by its decision. There is nothing in the Act to give to 
general creditors any rights to have their interests con- 
sulted in preference to the interests of particular credi- 
tors whose case comes before the Court. It is the duty 
of the Court to hold an even hand over the interests of 
all parties. The provision in the Act was meant 
with the view to meet cases in which there might have 
been unfair proceedings on the part of creditors. Above 
all the Court is bound, in considering the question as to 
exercise of its discretion, to see what its duty would have 
been if the order to wind up had been actually made, 
and an application had been made by acreditor for 
leave to issue execution. In this case I cannot see 
on what grounds the Court would have refused to 
this creditor such leave. His judgment was fairly ob- 
tained withont any suspicion of fraud, and after great 
opposition.” 

In Re Evhall Mining Company, 12 W.R, 727, this 
doctrine as to the duty of the Court to recognise the rights 
of creditors under proceedings against the company was 
extended to a case where the proceedings had been taken 
after the presentation of the petition, the landlord of the 
company being allowed to sell a distress levied by him 
on the morning of the day on which the winding up 
order was made, So in Je Bastow § Go, 15 W.R. 
1038, where the sheriff had, after the dute of the pe- 
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tition, entered under a writ issued upon a judgment ob- 
tained in an action commenced before that date, he was 
allowed to proceed with the sale of some iron on the com- 
pany’s premises, but the jurisdiction being discretionary, 
the leave granted was limited to that extent; and there 
is no doubt that a forced sale of the company’s property 
by a judgment creditor would be restrained asin Re 
Plas-y-Mhowys Coal Company, 4 L. R. Eq. 689, where 
a sale was directed to be made by the liquidator, the 
priority of the creditor being preserved with regard to 
the proceeds of sale. 

But while the remedies of the ereditor who has ob- 
tained a judgment without collusion with the company, 
and proceeded with execution on the same are thus re- 
spected, the mere fact of his having commenced an 
action and set it down for hearing before the windiug- 
up proceedings will not give him any preference. This 
follows from fe the Life Association of England, 12 
W. R. 1069, where a resolution to wind-up voluntarily 
was made and confirmed after an action had been 
commenced and set down by a creditor against the 
company, and the Master of the Rolls stayed proceedings 
in the action, giving the creditor leave to add his 
costs to his debt on the analogy of the practice in ad- 
ministration suits. 

On the other hand the Court will, if the justice of the 
case appears to require it, allow execution on a judgment 
entered up after the winding-up order. Thus, after a 
supervision order was made in the liquidation of the 
Bank of Hindustan, China, and Japan, the liquidators 
brought actions against several persons, which failed, 
and judgments having been entered up against the 
bank for the defendants’ costs, the Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
allowed execution to issue upon them (Lx parte Levick, 
15 W. R. 101, 5 L, R. Eq. 6v), and Lord Cairns, in Zw 
parte Smith, a case decided in the liquidation of the same 
bank (16 W. R,. 170), remarks that before arriving at a 
contrary conclusion great consideration would be neces- 
sary, “ for,” he adds, “‘ the consequences of such a con- 
clusion would be this, that any official liquidator, armed 
with powers to bring whatever actions he thinks fit, 
might bring action after action against A. B. C, and 
D. as he might be disposed. He would have the purse 
of the company which is being wound-up, by which 
he would be indemnified against losing any costs 
himself in respect of those proceedings. On the other 
hand, assuming, for the purpose of argument, that they 
were groundless and unfounded actions, they would be 
defeated one after another, and judgment would go for 
the defendant, and yet the defendant, when he came 
to levy for his costs by virtue of his judgment, would be 
told that his execution was void, and that he must go in 
and take the chance of obtaining a dividend under the 
srocess of winding up,” 





ADMIRALTY. 
ConFLICT oF Laws. Lex Loci 1n Cases oF Torr. 
The Halley, 16 W. R., Adm. 284. 

A question of “great importance, and submitted for 
the first time” to judicial decision in this country, 
has been decided by Sir R. Phillimore in this case. A 
Norwegian shipowner brought an action in the Admi- 
ralty Court against an English shipowner, for damage 
done by the defendant’s vessel coming in collision with 
the plaintiff’s vessel, in Belgian vraters, through the 
negligence of the defendant’s pilot. The defendant 
pleaded that when the collision occurred his vessel was 
under the charge of a pilot, whom he was bound to em- 
ploy by the Belgian law, in force where the collision 
occurred. The plaintiff replied that by the Bel- 
gian law compulsory pilotage did not, as in Eng- 
land, discharge a shipowner from liability for 
damage caused by the negligence of his pilot. This 
reply was objected to by a proceeding in the natureof a 
demurrer, The point of law which was thus raised was 
simply whether the liability of the defendant for the 





Og 
results of the collision was to be governed by Belgian - 
or by English law. By the former the Gefendant was 
liable to pay damages to the plaintiff, by the latter 
he was (as far as appeared from the pleadings) relieved 
from any such liability in consequence of the shj 
having been at the time of the collision compulsorily 
under the charge of a pilot. It seems that this was 4 
question which had never been before decided in this 
country. 

A similar question has often arisen in the case of con. 
tracts, and most often perhaps in the case of negotiable 
instruments which are so often transmitted from abroad 
to this country. The rule in these cases is wel] 
laid down in Story on Bills of Exchange, s. 131—* Jn 
respect to foreign bills of exchange,” (and the rule 
applies equally to all contracts made abroad,) “they are 
generally, as to their validity, nature, interpretation, and 
effect, governed by the laws of the State or country 
where the contract between the particular parties had 
its origin.” In all that relates to the procedure by which 
a liability upon a foreign contract is enforced, the law 
of the country where the remedy is sought must govern, 
Sir R. Phillimore held that in this case the law with 
respect to an alleged tort committed abroad, was the 
same as that of contracts, and that the Jew loci, when the 
act complained of was done, must decide whether or not 
any obligation arose to make compensation in respect 
thereof. The decision was, therefore, in favour of the 
plaintiff’s replication. 

We most unreservedly acquiesce in the conclusion here 
arrived at, but at the same time we cannot refrain from 
expressing our eurprise that Sir R. Phillimore should 
have dwelt in his judgment so strongly upon the claims 
of “natural justice.’ This phrase is used by Sir R. 
Phillimore, not in quotations, but as his own expression 
no less than seven times in the judgment, which 
apparently is based rather upon the vague and doubt- 
ful claims of natural justice than upon a logical applica- 
tion of recognised principles of law or upon the clear 
and intelligible ground of utility. It has been well 
said by Austin, in his Jurisprudence (vol. 1, p. 232) that 
“just or unjust, justice or injustice, is a term of relative 
and varying import. Whenever it is uttered with a 
determinate meaning it is uttered with relation toa 
determinate law which the speaker assumes as a standard 
of comparison,” This is now so generally recognised 
that one is surprised to find such weight attributed in the 
present day to so empty a phrase as “natural justice.” 
If it means anything it means “ utility,’”’ and if that is 
the idea, that it is desired to convey, it would be far more 
simple to use the word “ utility” at once and thus avoid 
any possibility of misconception. 








REVIEWS. 


Naval Courts Martial. By A. A. Harnwoop, U.S.N, New 
York : Van Nostrand ; London: Trubner & Co. 


To lawyers in general the subject matter of this work is 
not very important, but to any one who may be desirous of 
becoming acquainted with the rationale of the law relating 


to courts martial, we can recommend it for perusal. The 
author’s aim, as he states it in his preface, is the presenting 
‘*in a collective and concise form the leading principles 
of military jurisprudence, together with the distinguish 
ing laws and reputations which govern the opmesr? of 
the United States Naval Courts Martial. The work is a com- 
pilation, and nothing more, nor does it profess to be 
any more, for the reader is informed at the very outset 
that “no attempt has been made at originality.” A com- 
pilation, however, may be either good or bad,—it may not 
correctly interpret the purport of the works from which it pro- 
fesses to be derived,—it may be meagre or too verbose (faults 
not unfrequently associated with each other), and, worst of 
all, it may be badly arranged. 

The compilation before us is made up almost entirely of 
extracts from the best authorities, English and American, 0D 
military,law. These extracts appear, so far as we have been 
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“able to examine them, to be exceedingly well selected, and 
whenever the author digests instead of extracting, or supplies 
‘gconnecting link or two in his own writing, he does this 
tersely and well. He is also careful to notice whenever the 
extract involves a quotation from an earlier authority, 
without which extracts frequently mislead where intended 
to assist. The work is also well arranged, and has the ad- 
yantage of a good index. 

Although referable by its title merely to naval courts 
martial, and those subject to the law of a foreign power, 
the greater portion of the work consists in principles which 
are recognised in equal measure by our tribunals, military 
as well as naval; in this manner it forms a useful compen- 
dium of military law, and one from which officers in our 
own services might derive very considerable assistance, 





The Notanda Digest, with Synoptical Index of the decisions in 
Law, Equity, Bankruptcy, Admiralty, Divorce, Probate, and 
Ecclesiastical Cases, in England and Ireland, By Trn1son 
Epwarps, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
December, 1862, to November, 1867. London: Stevens & 

ns. 


The merits of “ Notanda” are so well known to the profes- 
sion that it is unnecessary for us to enter into any disquisition 
upon the advantages of Mr. Edward’s scheme, or the care 
and laboriousness with which he carries it into effect. The 
continuation of the work, which brings the decisions and 
statutes up to November, 1867, has recently been placed in 
our hands, and when we say that it is continued with 
the same care which secured for it its present popula- 
rity, we have said all that.need be said. Asa digest of case 
and statute law it will be found very useful, while the plan 
of giving the substance of each decision or enactment, with 
the addition of notes for reference to text-books or authorities, 
enables a boy or barrister’s clerk to do what few could be 
trusted to do without such aid, viz., to keep his masters books 
properly noted up. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
SraTEMENT OF THB NuMBER oF Causes, PetiTIOoNs, &c., 
i of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
March 5, 1868. 
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Lorp CHANCELLOR. 

March 2.—Lord Cairns was this morning sworn in as 
Lord Chancellor. The oath was administered by Lord 
Romilly, Lord Justice Selwyn and Vice-Chancellors Stuart, 
Wood, and Malins being present. 

Bacon, Q.C., as the senior counsel present, then moved that 
the proceeding might be recorded. 





Vice-CHanceLLor Matins. 

Business of the Court.—The Vice-Chancellor (addressing 
Mr. Glasse, Q.C.) said that he had seen Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart on the subject of adjourned summonses being treated 
as motions, and had found that it worked so well in his court 
that he should direct, after the present list was disposed of, 
that they shall not be set down, but moved as motions. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
IPSWICH, 
(Before J. Wortieper, Esq., Judge.) 

Feb. 22.—Fairweather v. Fairweather.—Equity—Donatio 
mortis causd.—The plaintiff in this suit moved to charge the 
defendant, his sister, with the sum of £60, for which she 
had not accounted before the registrar, as part of their 
mother’s estate received by her shortly before the mother’s 
death. ‘The defendant admitted the receipt, but alleged that 
her mother, had given her the money either as a donatio 
mortis causa or as a gift inter vivos, The facts were as fol- 








lows :— 


Early in 1866 a brother of the plaintiff and defendant re- 
mitted from India to his mother a sum of £50 asa gift. 
This Mrs. Fairweather (the mother) deposited in a bank at 
interest, taking a deposit note in her own name. In Janu- 
ary, 1867, she fell ill, and the defendant, her daughter, 
came to nurse her. On February, the 18th, Mrs. Fair- 
weather, although very ill, was perfectly conscious and 
aware of what she was about, and sent the defendant with 
the deposit. note to get the £50 and what interest there 
might be due upon it out of the bank. ‘The defendant ac- 
cordingly went to the bank, accompanied by her brother 
Walter, who lived with his mother, and received the £50 
and £1 6s. 6d. interest. On her way home the defendant, 
out of the money, bought some wine and spirits and other 
things for her mother, which exhausted, as defendant stated, 
more than the odd £1 6s. 6d., and with what she bought 
and the remainder of the money she returned home. As to 
what then took place the evidence was as follows :— 

In her examination in chief the defendant said :— 
“When I got home I went up stairs and my brother 
Walter with me. I held out the money to my mother, 
and gave an account of what I hadspent. My mother 
said, ‘Take the remainder. It is as much yours as 
it is mine, you may live to want it.’”” And the defendant 
further said, “I spent a portion of it during my mother’s 
life for her support Sen that of the family, and I had to 
spend some of it after her death for my brothers and sisters.” 
On cross-examination the defendant's evidence was as follows, 
as far as is material :—‘“ I offered my mother the balance, 
and told her what I had spent out of it. She said, ‘Take it 
my dear girl, it is as much yours as it is mime; you may 
want it.” My brother Walter and Mrs. Robinson the nurse 
were present.’ Then Walter Fairweather, the brother, was 
called, having been out of court during his sister’s examina- 
tion, and he deposed as follows :—‘‘ When I got home I went 
upstairs with my sister; my mother asked her if she had 
the money. She said she had, and my sister offered the 
money to my mother. My mother raised herself up as much 
as she could, and said, ‘Take it, my dear girl, it is as much 
yours as it is mine, you may live to want it.’”” But Walter 
Fairweather admitted, on cross-examination, that he had 
talked the matter over with his sister many times. The 
nurse, Mrs. Robinson, gave evidence as follows :—When she 
came back her mother asked her if she had got the 
money. She said ‘Yes, I have; and I bought you some- 
thing nice to take too.’ The mother said, ‘Take the 
money and do the best you can with it.’ That is all, as far 
asI remember. Miss Fairweather did not say anything 
about what she had spent. Walter was not in the room that 
I remember, but he might have been. And upon her eross- 
examination said, ‘* When the old lady said what she did the 
defendant had the money. I can’t say whether Walter was 
present when the old lady asked Mahala if she had the 
money. I can’t say that the defendant offered the money to 
her mother.” Old Mrs. Fairweather lingered till Feb. 25, 
1867, and then died. 

Mr. Hill for the petitioner; Mr. Orford for the defendant, 

Mr. Worttepegs, after stating the facts, said—The law 
is clear, there can be no valid donatio mortis causdé, first, 
unless the gift be with the view to the donor’s death ; 
secondly, unless it be conditioned to take effect only on the 
donor’s death by his existing disorder, or in his existing 
illness ; and thirdly, unless there be an actual delivery of 
the subject-matter of the gift, if it be capable of manual 
delivery. (See Story’s Equity Jurisprudence, 607a ed. 1861; 
Williams on Executors, vol. 1, p. 725, ed. 1866); and as to 
a gift inter vivos of personalty, unless it be by deed, there 
must be an actual delivery of the subject-matter of the gift 
by the donor to the donee at the time of the gift (see Jrons 
v. Smaillpiece, 2 B. & Ald. 551). Let us now apply the law 
as above stated in the facts and evidence in the present case, 
and I think it clear, from the evidence of the defendant, 
Walter Fairweather, and Mrs. Robinson, that the defendant 
was desired by her mother to keep the money, but whether 
as her own or for the general benefit of the family, who 
were living at home, and who were dependent on her mother 
is not so clear. No doubt the defendant's and her brother 
Walter’s evidence support the former view, while Mrs, 
Robinson's evidence rather favours the latter, and the fact 
that the defendant spent part of the money during her 
mother's life for her support, and that of the family, and some 
after her death for her brother's and sister’s is more consis- 
tent with the latter, and is not at all consistent with the idea 
that the gift was to take effect only on their mother’s death ; 
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and I think tho mode in which the defendant has dealt with 


he fund in dispute is fatal to there having been a good do- 
atio mortis causa by the mother to the daughter of the fund 
in queston. But considering the matter cither in the light 
of a donatio mortis causa or of a gift inter vivos it is clear 
there was no actual manual delivery of the money by the 
mother to the daughter at the time the alleged words of 
gift were uttered by the mother. It is true that the money 
Was in the defendant’s possession when the alleged words of 
gift were uttered ; and it may be true, though Mrs. Robinson 
does not remember it, that the defendant offered her mother 
the money, but I have been unable after much research to 
find any single case where an actual delivery has been held 
unnecessary if the subject matter of the gift was capable 
of delivery. [His Honour then cited the following cases : 
Bunn v. Markham, 7 Taunt. 244; Hawkins v. Blewitt, 2 
Esp. 663 ; Shower, Executor, v. Pilek, 4 Exch. Rep. 478.] In 
the latter case Baron Rolfe said : ‘‘ There must be a delivery 
to make the gift valid. Here there is a mere statement 
that the goods which defendant has in her possession, 
the owner will give her.” So in the present case, when 
the words of the gift were uttered the money was in the 
defendant’s possession, and there was no delivery infact. If 
it be said that the delivery of the money at the bank to the 
defendant is sufficient, the answer is that that was a delivery 
to the defendant as her mother’s agent, and not for her own 
benefit ; and if it be said that the refusal of the mother to ac- 
cept the balance when offered by the defendant was equivalent 
to a delivery, the answer is that that still left the matter in 
parol only without any act being done by the mother to 
authenticate the transfer of the property: and sitting as I 
do in an inferior court I think it my duty to follow the law 
as I find it laid down in all cases upon the subject according 
to the plain, common meaning of the words, and not to at- 
tempt to fritter it away by nice distinctions or by a ques- 
tionable theory of equivalents. I feel, therefore, reluctantly 
compelled to say that in the present case neither a donatio 
mortis causé nor a gift inter vive. is made out to my satis- 
tisfaction, and to decide the case against the defendant, and 
she must account for the £51 6s. 6d. she received at the 
bank on the 18th February, 1867, but in so accounting I 
think she must be allowed all that she laid out during her 
mother’s life for the support of her mother, herself, and the 
family at home, and also all that she spent of the fund in 
question after her mother’s death, about her brothers and 
sisters. 


Gibbs v. Meadows.—Distress.—Action to recover 12s., the 
value of certain packages sold by defendant to plaintiff. 

Mr. Hill appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. Pollard for 
tho defendant. 

The plaintiff, an oyster merchant in Ipswich, said that in 
the beginning of January last the defendant asked him 
to buy some hampers which had been seized for rent due 
by one Tooke, and which defendant had purchased, and he 
bought them, paying 12s. Almost all the hampers had the 
initials of fish merchants on them. Mr. Hammond, of Har- 
wich, soon after went to witness’ quay, and took a number of 
the hampers, which belonged to him out of those he bought 
of Meadows. All the others were claimed by others claim- 
ing to be owners of them. 

William Hammond, fish merchant, Harwich, proved that 

he custom of the trade was not to charge customers for fish 
barrels or baskets—they expected them to be returned. 

Mr. Pollard, for the defendant contended that the packages 
were not privileged from seizure for distress for rent, and 
these were so seized. He admitted that the packages when 
sent out by the fishmerchants remained their property and 
did not become the property of their customers to whom they 
were sent; but he quoted the case Jowle v. Jackson, 7 M. & 
W. 450, in which, though when brewers sent out casks to 
customers, those casks remained the property of the brewers, 
it was held that brewers’ casks sent to a public-house and 
left there tillthe beer is consumed are not privileged from 
distress. This was perfectly analogous to the present case. 

Thomas Strange said he was agent for the landlord of the 
house formerly occupied by Tooke and collected the rent. 


He had authority from the landlord to distrain. At Christ- 
mas last there was rent due. Witness entered and sold the 


furniture for £2, and the baskets, &c., he sold to Meadows 
for 12s, The fixtures were trade fixtures, and he could 
not seize them. The man became bankrupt the next morn- 
ing. He gave no notice of distress to Tooke because he 
beceme bankrupt. 





proper distress. The warrant was issued by Strange to gird 
himself authority to distrain and to idemnify himself, ang 
there was no notice of distraint. 

Mr. Worttepce said that if there was no distress the de- 
fendant could not set up the title that these goods were gold 
under a distress. j 

Mr. Hill said there had been no distress in fact. Tho 
warrant was bad and there ought to have been the ugnal 
documents showing that certain things had been distrai 
for rent, and then they would have had evidence of what 
was distrained. There was no inventory of what was dis. 
trained. 

Mr. Wor.uzpce said if there was an irregular distress he 
did not think the plaintiff could succeed, but if there was no 
distress at all he thought the plaintiff was entitled to succeed, 
The proper evidence of what had been distrained was the 
inventory, and here there was none. He thought there was 
a distress in fact, and if there was a distress in fact, 
and Strange took these things and sold them, it was 
sufficient evidence to prove that they were seized and 
sold for rent, and if so he (Mr. Worlledge) was afraid, 
there not being enough on the premises otherwise, that there 
was a good title for Strange, and judgment must be for the 
defendant, but under the circumstances he would not allow 
any costs on account of the irregularities. 





LAMBETH. 

(Before J. Pirr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 

March 3.—Barrett v. Birt.—This was an action to recover 
£5, the reward advertised by the defendant for the restora- 
tion to him of a diamond ring. 

Mr. Pirr Taytor, without hearing any defence, said that 
the plaintiff’s claim was barred by his having, with a know- 
ledge of the owner of the article, held back until a reward 
was offered. 


March 4.—Davies vy. Jordan.—Liability of husband for 

money lent without his knowledge to his wife, she having the 
sole management of a business.—The plaintiff claimed a sum of 
about £10, chiefly money lent. The defendant denied that 
he knew anything of the several transactions in question. 
I. O. U.s had been given by his wife, but she had no autho- 
rity from him for giving them. It came out in evidence 
that defendant’s wife was a laundress in a good way of 
business, and that she was the sole manager, paying the 
wages and receiving payments, the husband only fetchi 
and carrying the work. The money had been lent to be 
in the business. 
Mr. Pirr Tayzor said, as a rule, a man was not liable for 
money lent to his wife without his \iowledge or consent; 
but this case was an exception. The Woman must be pre- 
sumed to be acting as her husband’s agent when she was 
engaged in earning his livelihood. In laun work the 
woman was generally in that position. Although defen- 
dant was described as a “launderer” there was really no such 
word recognised in the English language. Work of that 
kind was invariably done by women, at any rate in this coun- 
try, and when doing it or any lawful act in connection with 
it, they must be presumed (if married) to be acting with the 
knowledge and consent of their husbands; and more especially 
in a case like this, where the husband is taking part in the 
business. The judgment must be for the plaintiff, with full 
costs. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


ErratuM.—Appointment of Mr. Hannen to be a Justice 
of the Queen’s Bench, supra, p. 364, after “ January ” add 
©1848,” 


Tue Ricut Hon. Hucn MacCatmont, BARon CAIRNS, 
has been appointed Lord Chancellor, upon the resignation 
of Lord Chelmsford. 


Sir WILLIAM Pace Woop has been appointed Lord Jus- 
tice of Appeal in Chancery, upon the resignation of Lord 
Cairns. 

Mr. GeorcE Warp Hunt, of the Inner Temple, Barris- 
ter-at-Law, has been appointed her Majesty’s Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and sworn iu as a member of the Privy 
Council. Mr, Hunt was educated at Eton and Christchurch, 
Oxford, where he took a second class in classics in 1848, 
He was called to the Bar in 1851, and went the Oxford Cir- 





Mr. Hill, for the defendant, submitted that there was no 


cuit for a short time. 
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—_—— 
—Wruuram Battio~ Brett, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Solicitor- 


| General, has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. James Morreram, Barrister-at-Law, of the Oxford 


| Gircuit, has been appointed by the Attorney-General to be 


standing counsel for the mint prosecutions at the Stafford- 
shire Sessions, and also for the borough of Walsall. Mr. 
Motteram was called to the Bar at the Middle Temple in 
November, 1851. 
Mr. R. N. Hanp, Solicitor, Stafford, has been appointed 
the High Sheriff of Staffordshire to be his Under-Sheriff 
for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Martin RicHarpson, Solicitor, of Bridlington, 
Yorkshire, has been appointed clerk to the magistrates for 
the division of Dickering, in the East Riding of Yorkshire. 
Mr. Richardson, who was admitted to practise as a solici- 
tor in Hilary Term, 1847, also holds the office of town clerk 
of Bridlington. 

Mr. Matraew Sauuitr Emerson, of Watton, in the 
county of Norfolk, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in Chancery. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


F.—Queen’s counsel take precedence of serjeants-at-law, 
except the Queen’s Ancient Serjeant, who takes the rank 
next after the Solicitor-General. When a serjeant-at-law 
receives a patent of precedence, he takes rank next below 
the person named in the patent. Thus Mr. Serjeant Simon 
now takes precedence next after Mr. Kingdon, Q. C. 


Janus’ query reached us too late for notice this week. 





Tae Unrarw Macistrates—A Svuaaestion. 
Sir,—Perhaps, as a subscriber to 7 journal and a past 
contributor to its columns, you will allow me to say how 
very just and temperate your remark is in your last issue— 
that it is as well the justices should know something of the 


: law they administer. The sarcasm is fully deserved, and all 


the more so when the present system of creating J. P.s is 
considered. All special intellectual qualifications appear to 
have given way to the possession of “ respectability” and 
£100 a-year in land. The result is, that the bench is filled 
by incompetent and ignorant persons, who comport them- 
selyes in court with an ignorance that is bliss to them and 
torture to lawyers of the rules of evidence and law. 

The office of a county magistrate ought to rest on some 
better grounds than a mere property qualification and the 
favour of a lord lieutenant. Some degree of knowledge 
should be ensured. And I suggest the following test—which 
I published a long time since in the Law Times :—Let every 
would-be J. P. produce a certificate that he has attended a 
year’s lectures at an inn of court. 

This is a chimera, perhaps. But something must be done, 
or 8 Household Suffrage Parliament will do it more roughly ; 
and I, Sir, am a staunch Conservative. 

Ringwood, Feb. 28. W. R. 

(We fear that the mere attendance at lectures would not 
guarantee any legal knowledge.—Ep. S. J.] 





Succestions Resrectinc CHancery Practice. 

Sir,—I send you copy of suggestions I have sent to the 
Lord Chancellor, possibly their publication will be interest- 
ing. J. CULVERHOUSE. 

Suggestions. 

1. That it shall not be necessary in giving judgments to 
state the circumstances, but simply to decide the matters in 
question between the parties. 

2. That all bills shall be taken pro confesso except as to 
the matters of defence, such matters to be stated in a short 
and concise manner, as and by way of pleading as at common 

Ww. 

8, That interrogation shall not be necessary otherwise 
than for the purpose of discovery, and that their form shall 
be similar to that adopted at common law. 





Nortrrcarion or UNDER-SHERIFFS’ APPOINTMENTS. 
Sir,—I experience great inconvenience in the country 
from not knowing when the new under-sheriffs are annually 
appointed or come into office throughout the country, and 
their addresses, ‘T'wice within the last week I havo sent on 





executions to under-sheriffs according to the last list of ad- 
dresses published, and in each case they had to be sent on 
to other gentlemen who had been newly appointed, at the 
loss of time and consequent risk of loss to the plaintiffs. I 
am aware that a list is published some time after the an- 
nual change of sheriffs, but could not the list ublished 
earlier, at the same time as the change occurs, for I presume 
the appointments are made, and could be known, before the 
change actually takes place. 
Joun Murer. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 5.—The Court of Chancery Despatch of Business 
Act Amendment Bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

March 5.—Mr. Hardy moved the second reading of the 
Capital Punishments within Prisons Bill. The motion was 
carried by a majority of 181 to 25, and the bill read a 
second time. 


Election Petitionsand Corrupt Practices at Elections Bill.—On 
the order for the second reading of this bill, Mr. Disraeli 
moved that the bill be read a second time with a view to its 
committal yro forma. He admitted the soundness of the objec- 
tions which had been made to the bill on the first reading, 
and proposed the following modification :—He said, ‘I 
propose that her Majesty shal] have the power of nominat- 
ing two Judges of the Superior Courts—either of the Queen’s 
Bench, the Common Pleas, or the Exchequer; and that 
these two Judges when so nominated by the Queen, for the 
particular purpose to which I will in a moment refer, shall 
cease to be ordinary judges of the Superior Courts. They 
will receive the salaries and emoluments which they would 
receive before they were nominated, but they will only be 
honorary Justices. Their business will be as follows :— 
In the first place these two nominated Judges of the 
Superior Courts will have to investigate all questions 
of controverted elections on the spot. In the second place 
they will become, with her Majesty’s favour, Privy 
Councillors and members of the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, and they will be constant and competent 
members of that tribunal, which much requires to 
strengthened. Subject to the duties of investigating peti- 
tions with respect to controverted elections, and the per- 
formance of other duties as members of the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, they will also be required to 
attend the sittings of the Exchequer Chamber or any future 
Court of Appeal of an analogous character from the Superior 
Courts that may be established, and also fulfil other. duties 
there. That is an outline of the tribunal which I propose 
to establish.”—He thought this plan would answer the ob- 
jections urged against the scheme of the Bill as it now stood, 
and would also obviate every objection urged by the Lord 
Chief Justice as regards the derangement of public business. 
It would secure the trial of election petitions on the spot, 
by judges of the Superior Courts, and would strengthen the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. He moved that 
the Bill be read the second time, and committed pro formd 
that day week, when he would move clauses to carry out 
this scheme. 

The motion was then agreed to, the Bill read a second 
time and ordered to’be committed on the 12th. 

The Railway Extension Time Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

The Railway and Gas Shares Bill was withdrawn. 





OBITUARY. 


LORD WENSLEYDALE. 

Lord Wensleydale died on Sunday the 23rd ult. ; he was 
born on the 22nd of March, 1782, and was therefore within 
avery few weeks of his 86th birthday. James Parke was the 
fifth and youngest son of Thomas Parke, Esq., of Highfield, near 
Liverpool, by the daughter of William Preston, Esq. His 
early education was at a North-country grammar school. 
In 1799 he entered at Trinity College, Cambridge; in 1800 
he became a Scholar of his College, and in 1803 went out in 
honours, being fifth wrangler and Senior-Chancellor’s 
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Medallist—this was, of course, before the days of the 
Classical Tripos. Very few have been those who have 
reached this degree, but among the few who have done so 
we may mention Baron Alderson, senior wrangler and 
Chancellor's Medallist, afterwards associated with 
Parke upon the Exchequer Bench. He became a 
fellow of Trinity in the year following. Before his 
call to the bar he practised for some time as a pleader, 
and was not called until 1813, at the Inner Temple; after 
this he went the Northern Circuit, where his previous reputa- 
tion as a pleader, aided by his really thorough legal know- 
ledge and ability, soon brought him into an extensive 
practice. He took his M.A. degree in 1806, and afterwards, 
on being raised to the Bench, received the honorary degree 
of LL.D. He became a Justice of the Queen’s Bench in 1828, 
and was transferred to the Court of Exchequer in 1834. 
He thus became Baron, instead of Justice, Parke, and Baron 
Parke he remained for the next twenty-two years, resigning 
his office in 1856. Indeed, he is far better known to the 
profession and the public as Baron Parke than Lord Wens- 
leydale. As Baron Parke he is remembered by the for- 
mer on account of the length of time during which he 
maintained a very strong influence in the Court of Ex- 
chequer. As Lord Wensleydale his name is associated with 
the celebrated question of life peerages. Lord Palmerston 
conferred upon hima peerage (Baron Wensleydale, of Wens- 

leydale) limited by the patent to his own life. A Committee 
of Privilege of the House of Lords determined that this did 
not entitle him to sit and vote as a member of the House of 
Lords. The result was that another patent was made out, 

conferring on him, as Baron Wensleydale, of Walton, a 

peerage limited to himself and his heirs male, &c. As there 

was at this time no likelihood of his having any heirs male 

to continue the title, the question was purely one of princi- 

ple. He married, in April, 1817, Cecilia Arabella Frances, 

the youngest daughter of Samuel F. Barlow, Esq., of Mid- 

dlethorpe, Yorkshire, by whom he had six children, of whom 

the only survivor is his daughter, the Hon. Charlotte Alice, 

wife of William Lowther, Esq., M.P. for Westmoreland. 

Both as a barrister and a judge he was distinguished by 
his scrupulous accuracy, extraordinary memory, and sin- 
gular clearness of perception. He possessed, in an eminent 
degree, that power of grasping and fathoming his subject, 
which enables a speaker to make the most intricate matters 
plainly intelligible to his audience. His fond and rigid ad- 
herence to legal precedents and formalities is well known, 
and earned for him the good-humoured satire which, as 
“Baron Surrebutter,’ he received in “ Crogate’s case, a 
Dialogue in ye Shades, on Special Pleading Reform,” written 
by a learned and witty member of the Bar. 

Perhaps we cannot do better than conclude our notice 
with the tribute recently paid to his honour by Baron Mar- 
tin, onthe 28th of last month, in the Court in which Sir 
James Parke sat for so many years, “ Having,” said Baron 
Martin, ‘‘sat for many years with Baron Parke, and having 
practised before him for a much longer period, I think it is 
but becoming in me to state that in my opinion the country 
has lost by his death one of the most learned lawyers and 
one of the ablest judges who ever sat in Westminster-hall. 
No one who had not the advantage of sitting with him on 
the Bench could thoroughly appreciate the qualities of his 
great mind, or his earnest wish at all times to do his duty. 
He never allowed anything to interfere with the conscien- 
tious discharge of those duties which he imposed upon him- 
self, or felt belonged "to him in connexion with his position 
as a judge. He was without doubt the ablest and best public 
servant I have been personally acquainted with in the whole 
course of my life.” 

Mr. JOHN SHEILDS PEACOCK. 

We have to announce the death of Mr. John Sheilds Pea- 
cock, town clerk of Middlesborugh, Yorkshire. Mr. Pea- 
cock died last Thursday week, from the effects of an accident. 
He commenced practice at Darlington, in partnership with 
Mr. Coates, opened an office at Middlesbrough in 1838, and 
ultimately removed thither. He filled, up to his death, the 
office of attorney to the Middlesbrough estate, on which 
the town is built. He was mainly instrumental in obtain- 
ing the town charter, and was at once unanimously ap- 
pointed town clerk. He had also taken a very prominent 
part in the obtaining for the town a market, a local court of 
justice, and various Improvement Acts, 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK, 


Last Quotation, March 6, 1868, 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 933 Annuities, April, ’85 13 
Ditto for Account, 93} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 19038 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 92 xd £x Bills, £1000, per Ct. 15 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 92 xd Ditto, £500, Do — pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, — pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5§ per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 72 Ct. (last half-year) 249 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.72 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79, 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, 80 113 Ditto Debentures, per Cent, 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — . 
Ditto 4 per C2at., Ocb. 788 1023 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 38 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 873| Ditto, ditto, under £1000,— pm 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 








No. off Dividend 


shares} per annum Names, | Shares. 





£ 
50°00} 5 pe & bs Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life! 100 
4000] 40 pe & bs} County... eee ee! 100 
40000} 5 pe & bs | Eagle eee eee eee 
10000} 72 2s 6a pc} Equity and Law ... ooo! 
il 2s 6d pe| English & Scot, Law Life 
5 per cent} Equitable Reversionary... 
5 percent] Do. New... eve sel 
5 & 3pshb} Gresham Lire | 
5 per cent| Guardian... .. a 
a Home & Col. Ass., Limtd.! 
&h per cent] Imperial Life...  .. | 
6 per cent] Law Fire... eee 
324 pr cent} Law Life .., pen 
10 per cent} Law Union aks a 
9s 6d pr sh| Legal & General Life ,,, 
5 per cent| London & Provincial Law, 
10 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile’ 
124 & bns} Provident Life ... —...| 
689226] 20 per cent| Royal Exchange... eos 
saat 
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64 percent] Sun Fire ., ove 


4000 ‘a Do. Life ... 


RAILWAY STOCK, 





Shres. Railways. 





Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......ccoesecseeserserseees 
Stock | Caledonian 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ..... 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Stock | Great Northern 
Stock Do., A Stock* 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock | Great Western— Original 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford, 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ..... doosecen 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South “sast 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover.,..... sasoboneil 1 
Stock | London and North-Western °° 
Stock | London and South-Western 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock | Metropolitan.........+006 sever eee cavesoes 
Stock | Midland 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby 
Stock | North British ......0008 eaceevecceooes 
Stock | North London anes 

10 Do., 1866 
Stock | North Staffordshire 
Stock | South Devon...... sesoneceeccscscveccesceneseasooss 
Stock | South-Eastern oe 
Stock | ‘aff Vale...... | 


| | 
~~ © A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 






































Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

In spite of one or two fluctuations the general tone of Consols 
during the week has been depressed and oma and to some ex- 
tent this depression has been shared . the other markets, 
though in a lesser degree. The railway market has fluctuated 
considerably, and shows signs of improvement. Foreign secu- 
rities have been inactive. 

At the annual general meeting of the Legal and General 
Life Assurance Society, held on the 26th ult., W. 8S. Cookson, 
Esq., in the chair, the report for the last year stated—new 
policies to the amount of £442,360—increase of property after 
payment of all demands, £64,880, making a total of £1,479,476 
—interest receivable £64,525, or equivalent to £4 7s. per cent. on 
the above property. Total premium income, £129,214, The re- 





port appeared to give general satisfaction. 
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The report of the Royal Insurance Company states a con- 
siderable increase of so beak and also an increase in the amount 
of loans to be allotted to insurers. 





Lord Cairns, who has succeeded Lord Chelmsford as 
Lord Chancellor, is the second son of the late William 
Cairns, Esq., of Caltra, co. Down, and was born in 1819. 
He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where he obtained 
several first honours in ics, but being fellow commoner 
he did not go in for honours at his degree. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in January, 1844, and became a 
Queen’s Counsel and Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn in 1856. He 
entered Parliament, as M.P. for Belfast, in July, 1852, and in 
February, 1858, on the formation of Lord Derby’s second admi- 
nistration, he was appointed Solicitor-General, in succession to 
Sir Henry Keating. In 1862 he received the honorary degree of 
LL.D. from the University of Cambridge. In July, 1866, on 
Lord Derby’s return to power for the third time, Sir Hugh 
Cairns succeeded Sir Roundell Palmer in the office of Attorney- 
General. In February, 1867, on the resignation of Sir James 
Knight Bruce (immediately followed by his death), Sir Hugh 
Cairns was raised to the bench as one of the Judges of the Court 
of Appeal in Chancery, and was soon after created a peer by the 
namo, style, and title of Baron Cairns, of Garmoyle, in the co. 
of Antrim. During his tenure of office as a Judge of Appeal, 
Lord Cairns has been deprived of his colleagues on two diferent 
occasions—first by the death of Sir George Turner, and secondly 
by the resignation of Sir John Rolt on account of ill health. 
Lord Cairns married, in 1856, Mary Harriet, daughter of the 
late John M’Neile, Esq., of Parkmount, co. Antrim. 

Sir William Page Wood, Vice-Chancellor, who succeeds 
Lord Cairns as one of the Judges of the Court of Appeal in 
Chancery, is the second son of the late Sir Matthew Wood, Bart. 
M.P. for London, and twice Lord Mayor of the city), by the 

ughter of John Page, Esq., of Woodbridge, Suffolk. He was 
born in London in 1801, and was educated at Winchester school 
and at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he took a wrangler’s 
degree (B.A.) in 1824, and was elected a fellow of that college in 
the following year. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn 
in November, 1827, and was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1845. 
He was elected M.P. for the city of Oxford in 1847, and was ap- 
pointed Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster in 
1849. In March, 1851, he was appointed Solicitor-General, in 
succession to Sir Alexander Cockbarti, who became Attorney- 
General on Sir John Romilly being appointed Master of the 
Rolls. He continued in office as Solicitor-General till February, 
1852, when, on Lord Derby becoming Prime Minister, he gave 
place to Sir Fitzroy Kelly. In December of the same year, how- 
ever, on the return of the Whigs to power, he was appointed a 
Vice-Chancellor, which office he has ever since continued to hold. 
Sir William Page Wood married, in 1830, Charlotte, only daugh- 
ter of Edward Moon, Esq., of Great Bealings, Suffolk. * 

The change in the occupant of the woolsack has given Grea t 
Britain, for the first time, an Irish Lord Chancellor. Since the 
retirement of the last clerical Lord Keeper, Bishop Williams, in 
1625, there have been (inclusive of Lord Cairns) 39 Chancellors, 
of whom 31 have been English, three—Herbert, Jeffreys, and 
Trevor—Welsh, and three Scétch—Loughborough, Erskine, and 
Campbell. The late Lord Lyndhurst, American in origin if 
not by nativity, and the newly-appointed holder of the Great 
Seal, makes up the tale. It is a curious fact, as exemplifying 
the entente cordiale of the Bar of Scotland and England, that 
about 50 years ago the Chief Baron of England was a Scots- 
man, and of Scotland, an Englishman. May Ireland be as inti- 
mately associated with us !—<A¢las. 

THE New Law Courts.—Mr. William Ford, of 40, Chan- 
cery-lane, has favoured us with a copy of a letter addressed by 
him to the First Commissioner of Works upon this subject. 
Mr. Ford objects to the site now being cleared for the present 
building as cramped in by er houses and incapable of proper 
approaches, and suggests that the proper site would be facing 
the river, on the Norfolk estate, between Somerset House and 
the Temple. This site he thinks the finest for general con- 
venience, approaches, and architectural display, and urges that 
much would be saved in law expenses, there being but one free- 
holder, the Duke of Norfolk, to purchase of. He believes that a 
large cost has yet to be incurred for approaches to the Carey- 
street site, and proposes to utilise that site for compensation 
sites to the owners to be evicted from his proposed river site, 
or as a central railway terminus. In this manner he believes 
that the exponse of obtaining the river site will not exceed that 
of making the approaches to the Carey-street one. Mr. Ford 
has received a notification informing him that his scheme will 
receive consideration in the event of the report of the Judica- 
ture Commission containing any recommendation in reference 
to his site, which, we should imagine, is scarcely probable. 

Tus New County Courr Act.—Securiry ror Costs.— 
On Monday an application was made to Mv. Justice Willes, at the 
Judges’ Chambers, in the case of Austin vy. Sediman, for the 
plaintiff to find security for costs, or for tke action to be re- 
moved to a county court ; the action was made under the 10th sec- 
tion of the new Act, It was an action for an accident, and the 





defendant alleged that he had a defence, and if he recovered a 
verdict, the plaintiff was not in a condition to pay his costs. On 
the other hand, the plaintiff made an affidavit that he had been 
seriously injured by the accident, and was not in the penury 
represented by the other side. Further, it was stated that it was 
a proper action for a superior court. Mr. Justice Willes having 
read the provision in the new Act, and the evidence given, was 
of opinion that it was a proper case for a county court, and 
should be removed from the Queen’s Bench unless security for 
costs was given. On the part’of the plaintiff it was urged that 
the accident was a serious one, and that £50, the extent of the 
county court jurisdiction, would not compensate him. Mr. 
Justice Willes said such was not the law; the county court 
would have the same power as the superior courts as to damages. 
The —— s attorney, instead of finding security, would pre- 
fer the case heard in a county court. His Lordship said he must 
make the order for costs, and in default the case to be heard be- 
fore acounty court. This new provision, which only came into 
force on the Ist of January, is likely to prove of considerable 
public importance.—Standard. 

JURIES AND JURoRs.—A Parliamentary return, at the in- 
stance of Mr. Alderman Lusk, of the number of juries sum- 
moned and sworn in the years 1865 and 1866 in England and 
Wales, seems to indicate that it can only be through great mis- 
management that the merchants of London are subjected to the 
annoyance they experience in being incessantly called upon 
to serve as special jurors. In the whole year 1866 the number 
of special juries sworn in London was 165, which would in- 
volve the attendance of only 1,980 persons, and, as the number 
of those on the lists eligible for the duty even under the present 
restricted system is from 4,000 to 4,500, the same person ought 
not to be liable to be summoned more than once in two years. 
In the county of Middlesex the number of special juries was but 
126, which would require 1,512 persons, and as the number 
eligible is supposed to be at least 8,000 or 10,000, the duty ought 
not in that case to be imposed on the same individual more than 
once in about six years. In England, in the year 1866, there were 
exactly 2,700 trials by jury (common or special) in civil cases 
in the superior courts of common law; at least, juries were sworn 
in that number of causes. At Westminster there were 763 
causes tried by common and 126 by special juries; at Guildhall 
366 by common and 165 by special juries ; at the assizes 657 by 
common and 321 by special juries, besides 216‘causes on the Mid- 
land Circuit and 86 on the Norfolk, these two returns not dis- 
tinguishing the class of jury. Seven special jurymen were fined 
for non-attendence at the sittings at Westminster, 25 at Guild- 
hall, and 24 at the assizes; only two common jurymen were 
fined, the number summoned and in attendance being so much 
larger than of special jurymen.— Zimes. 

HE JuDGEs AT Mass In Statre.—Saunder’s News Letters 
states that a good deal of interest was manifested last Sunday by 
the Roman Catholic population of Limerick, owing to the 
Judges of the Assize, Baron Deasy and Mr. Justice O'Hagan, 
having attended Mass in their official robes at St. John’s Cathe- 
dral, where they were met by all the members of the Corporation 
professing the same faith, and who also wore scarlet cloaks ; and 
were waited upon by the full civic staff in uniform ; bearing the 
silver maces. Serjeant Sir Colman O’Loghlen, Bart., M-.P., 
and Serjeant Barry, M.P., occupied seats in the sanctuary, and 
the large edifice was densely thronged in all parts. Pontifical 
High Mass was celebrated, the Right Rev. Dr. Butler, Bishop 
of the diocese, officiating, assisted by six priests. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
DEANE—On Feb. 29, at Oaklands, Hooton, Cheshire, the wife of C. C, 
Deane, Esq., of a son. 
DONALDSON—On March 1, the wife of William Leverton Donaldson, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 
PATERSON—On Feb. 27, at 35, Ashburnham-road, Greenwich, Kent, 
the wife of John Yates Paterson, Esq , B.A., Solicitor, of a daughter. 
REED—On March 3, at 11, Percy-place, Clapham-road, the wife of 
Theophiius Haythorne Reed, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

BORRADAILE—POSTLE—On March 3, at St. Luke’s, Cheltenham, 
Captain George Edwin Borradaile, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Madras Staff Corps, son of George Borradaile, Esq., to Maria Martha, 
daughter of Robert Postle, Esq., of Cheltenham. 

HOCKLEY—THOROLD—On March 3, at St. Mary’s, Bryanstone-square, 
Charles Cromwell Hockley, Esq., of the Middle Temple, to Constance 
Cecilia Mary Thorold, daughter of the late Charles Thorold, Esq., of 
Dacre House, Lee, Kent 

PATTERSON—WINFIELD—On Feb, 27, at St. Alphege, Greenwich, 
H, P. Patterson, Esq., Temple, to Charlotte Winfie!d, niece of the laie 
William Edwards, Esq., of York-gate, Regent's pack, 

DEATHS, 

CHEYNE—On Feb. 27, at No. 6, Royal-terrace, Edinburgh, Heary 
Cheyne, Esq., Writer to the Signet, of Tangwick. 

ENGLISH—On March 3, Sareh, wife of H, 8. English, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Badajoz Cottages, 3tamford-road, De Beauvoir-town, aged 81, 

HOFFMAN—On March |, at Southampton-street, Bioomsbury-square, 
Lewis Hoffman, Esq., of the Inner Temple, aged 52. 

PEACOCK—On Feb, 27, at Middlesborongh, John Shields Peacock, Esq., 
Town Clerk of Middlesborough, aged 53, 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


CMA inding-up of Point Stock Camyantes. 
Fripay, Feb. 28, 1868. 
Lim1TED IN CHANCERY. 

British Exchequer Life Assurance Company (Registered).—It is 
peremptorily ordered that a call of one pound five shillings per 
share be made on all the contributories of this company; and it is 
peremptorily ordered that the contributories do, onor before March 
5, pay to Robert Palmer Harding, 8, Old Jewry, the balance (if any) 
which will be due from him after debiting his account in the Com- 
pany’s books with such call. 

General Provident Assurance Company (Limited).— Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Feb 26, directed to be heard before the Master of 
the Rolls on March 7. Thistlethwaite, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor 
for the{petitioner. 

Lonsdale Vale Iron Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Feb 27, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
on March 13. Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Moore, McQueen, & Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on 
or before March 31, to send their names and addresses, and the 

articulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs Duncan & Murton, 
3, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. Monday, April 20, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

Southampton Imperial Hotel Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated Feb 15, orde:ed that the above com- 
eny be wound up. Harwood, Cannon-st, solicitor for the peti- 

ioner. 

Suburban Vi!'age and General Dwellings Company (Limited).—Peti- 
tion for winding 119, presented Feb 22, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chance!lor Wood on March 7. Howard & Co, Fenchurch-st, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

The National Bank of Liverpool (Limited).—Creditors on or prior to 
Feb 13, other than such as shall have received notice of their claims 
being entered on the list of creditors, are required, on or before 
March 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts orclaims, to Mr. Henry Barry Hyde, General 
Manager, Lpool. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Hayling Railways Compary.—A sch of arrang t between the 
company and their creditors was filed in the Court of Chancery on 
Feb 17; and a copy of the said scheme will be furnished to any 
person requiring the same on payment of the regulated charges for 
the same by Smith, Golden-sq, solicitor for the company. 

Toespay, Merch 3, 1868. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Arni Marble Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 26, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
on March 13. Young, Poet’s-corner, Westminster, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Caeuewydd Colliery Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on 
or before March 21, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Warwick, 25, Bucklers- 
bury, Saturday, April 18, at 12,is appointed fcr hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims, 

County and General Gas Consumers’ Company (Limited).—Creditors 
are required, on or before April 4, tosend their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Joseph 
White, 33, King-st, Cheapside. Thursday, April 16, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

Imperial Land aad Investment Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolis has, by an order dated Feb 22, ordered ‘that the above 
company be wound up. Bastard, Philpot-lane, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Isle of Wight Packet Company (Limited).—-Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, 
by an order dated July !3, appointed Francis Henry Atherley, 14, 
Cromwell-road, South Kensington, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before March 18, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Wednesday, April 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicat- 
ing upon the debts and claims. 

Scottish Granite Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 3, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart on 
March 13. Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, Solicitor for the petitioner. 

South Kensington Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins 
has, by an order dated Jan 17, ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Mayhew & Co, Gt George-rt, Westminster, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Unconditional Life Assurance Company (Limited).—-Vice-Chancellor 
Wood has, by an order dated Feb 22, ordered that the voluntary 
winding up ofthe above company be continued. Prance, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, solicitor for the petitioners. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Sonth Essex Estuary and Reclamation Company.—Petition for windir g 
up, presented Feb 29, directed to be heard before Vice-Chance}lur 
Malins on March 13. Western & Sons, Gt James-st, Bedford-row, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Sranwanies or Connwatu. 

St Jast Consols Mining Compay (Limited) —The Vice-Warden has, by 
an order dated Feb 22, ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Hodge & Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Tolvadden Mining Company-—The Vice-Warden has, by an order 
dated Feb 19, ordered that the above company be wound up. Hodge 
& Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners, 

Wheal Ludcott and Wrey Consols Mines Company —The Vice. Warden 
has, by an order dated Feb 23, ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Chilcott, Truro, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Hriendlyp Societies Dissolved. 
Farwar, Feb. 28, 1868, 

Bulleich Salterton Friend'y Society, Rolle Arms Tavern, Rudleigh 
Salterton, Deson. Feb 24. 

Operative Watchmakers’ Friend!y Society, King’s Arms Inn, Piescut 
Lancaster. Feb <5, 








————= 
United Brothers and Sisters Friendly Funeral Societ; Shakespear’ 
Head Tavern, Percival-st, Clerkenwell. Feb 24. obs uf 
Tusspay, March 3, 1868. 
a Friendly Society, Edgcombe Arms Inn Beeralston, Deyon 
Feb 28. : 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, Feb, 24, 1868. 
Andrews, Joseph Geary, Gt Berkhampstead St Peter, 
Yeoman. March19. Baldwin v Andrews, V.C, Stuart. 
Barry, Geo Richd, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex. 
Barry, V.C. Malins. 

Colquhoun, Dame Anna Maria, Bramblys Basingstoke, Hants, Widow, 
March 27. Colvin » Colvin, V.C, Stuart. 

Cunnington, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Wine Merchant. March 99, 
Whiteside v Snaith, V.C. Wood. 

Hawke, Jas, St Columb, Cornwall, Merchant, March 28. Cardell » 
Hawke, V C. Wood. 

Hayward, Richd John, Rigside, Wilts, Farmer. 
v Hayward, V.C. Malins. 

Kelson, Chas, Bath, Blind Maker. 
Wood. 

Lord, Charlotte, Hanover-ter-villas, Notting-hill, Widow. 
Johnson v Coyte, V.C. Stuart. 

Pitt, Jas, Stratton, Gloucester, Esq. Oct 29. Habgood v Longden 
V.G. Stuart. 

Pope, Margaret, Staines, Middlesex, Spinster. March 28. Ashby » 
Forster, V.C. Wood. 

Richards, Wm Rolph, Dedham Birch Woods, Essex, Clerk. March 11, 
Richards v Kichards, V C, Malins. 

Swarbrick, Eliz Upton. St Catherine, Jamaica, March 28. Buckland, 
v Haverfield, V.C. Malins. 

Thomas, John, Newport, Monmouth, Timber Merchant. April 11, 
Oakley v Thomas, V.C. Stuart. 

Wells, Geo, Birm, Pen Manufacturer, March 22. In re Wells, V.0. 

Toxspay, March 3, 1868, 


Stuart. 

Adamson, Thos, Church-st, Islington, Corn Merchant, 
Tippetts v Young, V.C. Wood. 

Crawley, Geo, Arisey, Bedford, Yeoman. 
ley, M. R. 

Healey, Abraham, Huddersfield, York,Grocer. March 30. Earnshaw 
v Wilson, V,0. Malins. 

Ludgater, Wm, Newington-next-Sittingbourne, Kent, Gent. April 2. 
Ludgater v Ludgater, V.C. Malins. 

Mackay, Arthur, New-rd, Chelsea, Gent. March 30. Osler v Terry, 
M.R 


Hertford, 
June 30. Haly v 


March 30. Freeman 


March 30. Kelson v Barry, V.C, 


April 15, 


March 21, 
March 27. Crawley » Craw- 


Place, Chas Merton, Lakenheath, Suffolk, Comm Agent. April 10. Roper 
v Place, V.C. Stuart. 
Puzey, Thos, Bread-st, Cheapside, Esq. March 31. Davies v Puzey, 
V.C, Stuart, 
Queen’s College, Birm. March 21. Att-Gen. v Principal of Queen’s 
College, M. R. 
Rickell, Wm, Warter, York, Farmer. March 25, Kickell v Midgley, 
V.C. Malins. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Pict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay Feb, 28, 1858, 
Barker, John, Manor-pl, Walworth, Gent. April 27. Parker & Co, 
Bedford-row. 
Bengough, Thos, Waddon New-rd, Croydon. March 31. 
& Son, Regent-st. 
or Nas Liss, Southampton, Farmer. March 31. Minty, Peters- 
eid. 


Fallows 


Circuit, Thos, East Ham, Essex, Farmer. March 30. Thompson & 
Son, Cornhill. 

Coates, Wm Wall, Owler Bar, Derby, Innkeeper. Aprilll. Waller, 
Chesterfield. 

Dean, Sarah, Streatham-pl, Brixton-hill, Widow. March 31. Hawkins 
& Co, Chancery-lane. 

Fallows, Jas, Manch. June 30. Chapman & Roberts, Manch. 

Ford, Oliver Hungerford, bristol, Tobacconist. April4. Fussell & 
Prichard, Bristol. 

Gill, Thos, Manch, Wine Merchant. April 21. Wood, Manch. 

= Chas, Manch, Merchant. June 30. Chapman & Roberts, 

anch. 

Hughes, Eliza, Edmund-ter, Cornwall-rd, Notting-hill. March 28, 
Dryden, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Kemp, Rev Thos Cooke, East Meon, Southampton, Vicar. March 31. 
Minty, Petersfield. 

tage, We Bentley, Worcester, Farmer, March 25. Pumfrey, Droit- 
wich. 

Pugh, Price, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. April 11. 
Furnival’s-inp, 

Pugh, Carolina Mary, Sutton-pl, Hackney, Widow. Aprilll. Ham 
mond, Furnival’s-inn, 

Rice, John, Shirley, Southampton, Gent. April 26. Newman, South- 
ampton, 

Smithson, Geo, Leeds, Grocer. Aprill. Upton, Leeds. 

Wallbank, Catharine, Birm, Widow. April 13. Best & Horton, 


Birm 
Woodward, Wm, Aughton, Lpool, Broker. April 2. Ashton, Lpool, 
Tuespay, March 3, 1868. 
oe Benj, Liss, Southampton, Farmer. March 31, Minty, Peters- 
eid, 
Butterfield, Eliza, Manningham, York, May 1. Mumford, Bradford. 
be" ena North Weston, Oxford, Farmer. Aprilil. Mallam, 
xford, 
Clark, Joseph, Hartley Low Mill, Westmoreland, March 31, Presten, 
Kirkby-stephen. 
Fawcett, John. Ravenstonedale, Westmoreland, Tailor, March 31. 
Preston, Kirkby-stepben. 
Fenwick, Mary, Richmond-rd, Daiston, April 10. Hillearys & Tun- 
stall, Fenchurch-st. 


Hammond, 
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memoinne, John, Eden-ter, Battersea. May 2. Mossop, Ironmonger- 


comihs, Price, Daeatey, Lancaster, Engineer, April 27. Handsley & 
Artindale “ean 

Hill, Abel, Thame xford, Dealer. April6. Holloway, Thame. 

Hunter, John, Kirkby-Stephen, Westmoreland, Seedman, March 31. 
Preston, Kirkby-Stephen. 

Jeffery, — Clifton Down. Bristol, Spinster, April 15. Poole, 
Bridgewa 


Kent, Rook "Penkhull, Stafford, Nurseryman. March 25. Slaney, 


Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Knox, John, Bisho op Auckland, Darham, Draper. April2. Thornton 
Bishop Aucklan 

Laughton, Geo, Gamston, Nottingham, Cottager. April6é. Mee & Co, 
East Retford. 

Machan, John < aaa Huddersfield, York,Gent. May 7. Hesp & 
Co, Huddersfield. 

Milner, Jane, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Widow. April4. Ranson 
& Son, Sunderlaud. 

Openshaw, Jas, Bury, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. April 8. Hall, 


up. 
Partington, Saml, Hargreaves, Chester, Labourer. April !. Churton, 
Chester. 
Small, Eagles Thos, Westbourne Park-crescent, Paddington, Commer- 
cial Traveller. April 13. Martin, Cannon-st. 
White, Danl Thos, Maddox-st, Bond-st. April 17. Gregson, Angel-ct, 
gmorton-st. 


Derds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frupay, Feb 28, 1868, 


Andrew, Jonah, Stafford, Draper. Feb 3. Comp. Reg Feb 25. 

Aze, Sarah, Liquorpond-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Tobacconist. Feb 27. 
Comp. Reg Feb 28. 

Bairstow, Jonathan, Dewsbury Moor, York, Shopkeeper. Feb 17. 
Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

aa, — Ipswich, Suffolk, Coal Merchant. Feb 13. Comp. 
Reg Fe 

Bardens, Robt Goad. Plymouth, Devon, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 14, 
Asst. Reg Feb 2 

a Thos, York, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 10. Comp. Reg 
e 

Barry, Patrick, East India Avenue, Leadenhall-st, Journalist. Feb 21. 
Comp. Reg Feb 25. 

Banter, Clement, Uttoxeter, Grocer. Feb 4. Comp. Reg Feb 25. 

a> — Edwd, Erith, Kent, Plumber. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 
e 

Berry, Thos, Heckmondwike, York, Woolstapler, Feb 20. Comp. 
Reg Feb 26. 

Bibbs, Benj, jun, Worcester, Saddler. Jan 15, Asst, Reg Feb 27. 

Booth, Thos, Driffield, York, Boot Maker. Feb 16. Comp. Reg 


Feb 29. 

Bright, Chas Herbert, Westminster-chambers, Feb 20. Comp. Reg 

e . 

Bunting, Joseph Benson, Victoria-pk-sq, Bethnal-green, Officer in 
H. M’s. Customs. Feb 21. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Bunyard, Chas, Waterloo-rd, out of business, Feb 21. Comp. Reg 


Feb 27. 
Butler, Danl, Widcombe Nursery, Bath, Nurseryman. Feb 3. Asst. 


Reg Feb 25. 
ag = Edwd, Grange, Willesden, Clerk. Feb20. Comp. Reg 


Carleton, Fras Page al aaa Winchfield, Hants, Esq. Feb 
27, Comp. Reg Feb 20. 
we Hy Thos, Worcester, Corn Merchant. Feb 3. Asst. Reg 


7. 

Charter, Wm, ieee, Spitalfields, Potato Salesman. Feb 24. 
Comp. Reg Feb 2 

Clark, > a & py Whittlesford, Cambridge, Miller. Feb 8. Comp. 
Reg 

= iy, Witham, Essex, Coul Merchant. Jan 29. Asst. Reg 
Feb 25 

Coggines, Hy, Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 

Feb 2 


Cohen, Edwd -Holland, Brighton, Sussex, Draper. Feb 20. Asst. 


Reg Feb 27. 
Cooper, Wm, Shrewsbury, Salop, Victualler. Feb 1. Comp. Reg 


eb 20. 

Cowgill, John Edmondson, Upper Wortley, nr Leeds, Commercial 
Traveller, Feb 27. Comp. Reg Feb 28, 

ey ae Cambria, Upper Thames-st, Printer. Feb 10. Comp. 
Reg Fe 

Defiinne, Fras, Manch, Manufacturer. Jan 31. Asst. Reg Feb 27, 

en Robt Pilling, Upper Gloucester-pl, Dorset-sa, Comm 

Agent. Jan3l. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 
ee <- Robt, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boat Owner, Feb 14. Asst. Reg 


Foster, John Lyon, Hertford, Solicitor. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 25. 
a John, Judd-st, Euston-rd, Tailor, Feb 24. Comp. Reg 


anne “Alfred, Ilford, Essex, Grocer. Feb 8, Comp. Reg Feb 26. 
era a Edmund, Bury-st, St James, Gent. Feb 26. Comp. 
Fi 
Hall ine, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Baker. Jan 29. Asst. 
eg 
Happey, John Walker, Kingston-upon-Hall, Hosier. Feb 25. Comp. 


Feb 28. 
Harper, Thos, Lutterworth, Leicester, Innkeeper. Feb 12. Comp. 


Reg Fe 

Hawkes, Thos, & Wm Thos, Wesson, Westminster-bridge-rd, Jewellers. 
Feb 12, Comp. Reg Feb 28. 

Hitchcock, Mary Ann, Louisa "Thompson, North Grove Rowen Mild- 
may-park, out of f business. Feb 19, Comp. Reg Feb 2 

mie 7 » Wm, ter, Oxford, Draper. Feb 1, A Reg 
e 

Holland, Chas, Lpool, Cotton Broker. Feb 26. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Hollyoak, John, Wm Hollyoak, & Joseph ayy " erereenai 

Stafford, Brickmakers. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 35 











sont Jas, Culford-rd, Kingsland, Draper. Jan 30. Asst. Reg 
27. 


Johns, Wm Harris, Westbourne-grove, Ladies Outfitter. Feb 24. 
Comp. Reg Feb 25. 

—, David, Rhymney, Monmouth, Grocer. Feb 18. Comp. Reg 
‘eb 27. 

Kesuer, Abraham, ep icadea Whitechapel, Cigar Maker. Feb 19. 
Comp. Reg Feb 

Lane, John Thos, Sohn-st, Mildmay-park. Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
Feb 27. 

Lees, Alice, & Mary Brooks, Salford, Lancasier,Grocer. Feb3. Asst. 


Reg Feb 26. 
Lewin, Wm, Plymouth, Devon, Chemist. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 
26. 


Feb 
Lights, Geo, Litchfield, Southampton, Grocer. Feb 13. Asst. Reg 


eb 27. 

Littleford, Wm Osbourne, Rydon-crescent, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. 
Feb 24. Comp. Reg Feb 28. 

Marpee, Geo John, Chester, Joiner. Feb 19. Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Masters, Joseph Hall, Whitechapel-rd, Draper’s Assistant. Feb 26. 
Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

McGarry, Edwin Martin, Macclesfield, Chester, Boot Maker, Feb 21. 
Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Michell, ‘John, Bath, Somerset, Milliner. Feb 7. Asst. Reg Feb 26. 

Mogg, John, Hyde- -rd, Hoxton, Grocer. Feb 24. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

—, Frank Wright, Manch, Optician. Feb 17. Comp, Reg 


Feb 2 

Orley, John Jas, ee, Southampton, out of business. Feb 5. 
Asst. Reg Feb 2 

Pass, Saml, Jet Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 25. Comp. 
Reg Feb 26. 

Pooley, Susan Ann, Wrexham, Denbigh, Linen Draper. Jan29. Asst. 


Reg Feb 25. 
Remabottom, Jas, Manch, Innkeeper. Jan2l1. Comp. Reg Feb 26. 
Renard, Joseph, Baildon, York, Grocer. Feb 18. Comp. Reg Feb 26. 
Richardson, Johu, New Kent-rd, § Stone Mason. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 


Feb 27. 
Rose, Edwd, Dalston-lane, Milliner. Feb 24. Comp. Reg Feb 28. 
Scattergood, Wm, Ledbury, Hereford, Ironmonger. Jan 20. Asst. Reg 
Feb 26. 
Scott, Hy, Lancaster, Boot Dealer. Feb 15. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 
ag th, Saml, Lincoln, Confectioner. Feb 5. Asst. Re& 


Feb 2 
Silby, Win, Titchfield, Southampton, Builder, Feb 1. Comp. Reg 
eb 2 
Smith, Tiniee. Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Feb26. Comp. Reg 
Feb 27. 


Smith, Alfd Jas, Stockwell-pl, Clapham-rd, Ruilder. Jan 30, Comp. 
Reg "Feb 2 26. 

Snelson, Thos, Lpool, Plumber. Feb 26. Asst. Reg Feb 28. 

Speak, Limeon, Wakefield, York, Shopkeeper. Feb 4. Asst. Reg 


Feb 26. 
— George, Roade, Northampton, Farmer. Feb 8. Comp. Reg 


sikmea, Eawin, Exeter, Builder. Jan 31. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Stevens, Geo Hy, Kivg Edward-rd, South Hackney, vut of business. 
Feb 24. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Swords, hse Gt Putney-st, Golden-sq, Bootmaker. Feb 19. Comp. 
Reg Feb 2 

Tartas, pce Antoine, yams Essex, Wine Merchant’s Clerk. 
Feb8. Asst. Keg Feb 2 

Taylor, Hugh Wm, Birm, aR Feb 4. Asst. Reg Feb 26. 

Varie, Janet, Birm, Licensed Victualler, Feb 4. Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Vincent, John, Canterbury, Builder. Feb15. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Walter, Wm Edwd, Culmore-ter, Carlton-rd, Peckham, Clerk. Feb 22. 
Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Wheatley, Juhn Rimington, & John Rutland Wheatley, Sheffield, 
Cordial Manufacturers. Feb 13. Comp. Keg Feb 27. 

Whiteman, Wm, Carlton-grove, Meeting House-lane, Peckhar, 
Builder. Feb2i. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 

Wigmore, Alfd, Chalk Farm, Victualler. Jan 30, Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Wilde, Robt Geo, & John Benj Wilde, Chesterfield, Derby, Timber 
Merchant. Jan 29. Asst. Reg Feb 26. 

Wilson, Geo Rowe, & Chas Fardel!, King’s Norton, Worcester, India 
Rubber Manufacturers. Feb 6. Asst. Reg Feb 28. 

Wilson, Jas, jan, Walbrook, Plush Importer. Feb 4. Asst, Reg 


Feb 27. 
Warmald, Eli, Littletown, York, Machine Maker. Feb 24. Comp. Reg 
Feb 28. 
Tusspay, March 3, 1868. 
Ablart, ae Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Feb 3. Asst. Reg 
h 2 


Marc! 
_—, Wm, Birm, Hook and Eye Manufacturer. Feb 6. Asst. Reg 
29. 


Appleford, John Wm, Bingham, Nottingham, Schoolmaster. Feb 19, 
Asst. Reg Feb 26. 
Beard, Jas, Hurdsfield, Chester, Brewer. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 
March 
Bigg, a Dagmar-rd, Camberwell, Publisher, Feb 25, Comp. 
Reg March 3 
a Joshua, Harlaxton, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 9. Asst. Reg 
Mare! 
biakeborough, John Wm, Castleford, York, Draper. Feb 18, Asst. 
Reg M 
Bonython, 4 Paddington-green, House Agent. Feb 27. Comp. 
Reg Marc 
aos | Reuben, Rochdale, Cotton Spinner. Feb 27. Asst. Reg 
arch 
Bradbury, Thos Whittaker, Oldham, Lancaster, Feb 25. Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
Bromley, Uriah, & David Lewis, Manch, Merchants. Feb 26. Comp, 
Reg March 2. 
wes mek. Chas, Bradley, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 20. Asst. Reg 
arch 2. 
—, a » Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 4 Asst. 
g F 
Bunn, John, Yeovil, Somerset, Tinman. Feb8. Asst. Reg Feb 29, 
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Bort, Al Albert, Weymouth, Dorset, Draper. Feb ‘15. Reg 


Comp. 
Cartwright, D Davenport Wm, Nettingham, Lace Agent. Feb 5. Asst. 
Reg Feb 2 
Cheesman, Joseph Winchep, Plaistow, Essex, Tailor. March 2. Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
Clark, Jabez, Lpool, Tobacconist. Feb 10. Comp. Reg March 2. 
re , Wm, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Draper. Feb 28. Comp. Reg 
arc 
Davison, John Tom, North Shields, Northumberland, Ship Owner. 
Feb 13. Asst. Reg Marc 
Day, Jas, Lpool, Glass Merchant. Feb 27. Aest. Reg March 2. 
Donovan, Thos, Walford-rd, Stoke Newington, General Agent. Feb 
25. Comp. Reg March 3. 
— 7 Wm, Dudley, Worcester, Cornfactor. Feb 6. Comp. Reg 
arc! 
Ede, Thos, Dorkin, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Feb 18. Comp. Reg 
weMarch 2, 
— — & Annie Fear, Birm, Fancy Stationers. Feb 19. Asst. Reg 
* March 3. 
Emmott, Emma Louisa,'Old Kent-rd, Plumber. Feb 29. Comp. Reg 
arch 3. 
Enefer, John, Calvert’s-buildings, Southwark, Clerk. Feb 29. Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
Evans, John, Chester, Nurseryman. Feb 6. Asst. Reg March3. 
Fawcett, Christopher, Middlesborough, York, Chemist. Feb 17, Comp. 


Reg Feb 29. 
Ford, Jas, Margate, Kent, Tobacconist. Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 
Feb 25. Comp. Reg 


Gildead, Chas, Lpool, Dealer in Grain, 
arc 
Coen. Alfred, » Grenada-ter, Commercial-rd, Draper. Feb 12, Comp. 
eg Feb 29. 
Gray, Thos, Nottingham, Joiner. Feb 28, Comp. Reg March 2. 
Hardie, Geo Hy, Armley, Leeds, Chemist, Feb 7. Comp. Reg Feb 29. 
Harper, Ann, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Feb 2l. Comp. Reg Feb 29. 
Harris, Frank, King-st, Merchant. Feb3. Asst. Reg. Feb 29. 
ae Wm-Hy, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. Asst. Reg 
e 
Hellawell, ey ey Huddersfield, York, Mango Merchant. Feb 25, 
Comp. Reg Feh 29. 
Hindle, Thos, Everton, Lpool, Builder. Feb 29, Asst. Reg March3. 
Holdsworth, Squire, & Abraham Kellett, Wyke, York, Builder. Feb 
15. Asst. Reg Feb 29, 
Howard, Geo, Norwich, Upholsterer. Feb 1. Comp. Reg Feb 28. 
Howells, Wm, Maesteg, Glamorgan, Grocer, Feb 24. Comp. Reg 
March 2. 
Jackson, Chas, Gorton, Lancaster, Builder. Feb 12. Asst. Reg Feb 29. 
iotnon, 5 Hy, Macclesfield, Chester, Moulder. Fely28. Comp. Reg 
arc! 
Jones, Geo, Lpool, Printer. Feb tl. Asst. Reg March 2, 
— +h Windsor, Berkshire, Book-keeper. Feb 20. Comp. Reg 
arch 2, 
King, Geo, Luddington, Hastings, Sussex, Linen Draper’s Assistant. 
Feb 27. Comp. Reg Feb 29. 
Kleamann, E: aoe, Lei -pl, Lei 
Reg March 3 
Law, Richd, & ‘John Mackenzie Law, Ulverston, Cabinet Makers. 
1}. Asst. Reg March 3 
London, Hy, Great Bridge. Stafford, Draper. 
March 2, 
Lyon, Hananel, Da Costa, Enficld-rd, South, De Beauvoir-town, 
Merchant’ 8 Clerk. Feb 17. Comp. Reg Feb 29, 
Marks, Moses, South Shields, Durham, Hawker, 
Reg March 2. 
Morton, John Davis, Gt George-st, Westminster, Land Insurance 
Agent. Feb22, Comp. Reg March 3. 
Moses, ae Hy, High-st, Whitechapel, Clothier. Feb 26. Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
Myers, Israel, Middlesex-st, Whitechapel, Licensed Victualler, 
24. Comp. Reg Feb 28. 
Neale, Thos Rhodes, Lpool, Feb 25. Reg 
March 3. 
ee — Kingston-upon-Hull, Flour Dealer. Feb 3. Comp. 
g Marc 
= as, Gt Barr, Stafford, Coal Merchant. Feb 17. Comp. 
2 
Feb 25, Comp. 
Feb 4. Asst. 


Feb 17. Asst. 


-sq, Tailor. March 2; Comp. 
Feb 





Fed 13. Comp. Rag 


Feb 26, Comp. 


Feb 


Merchant. Asst. 


Reg 


— , Geo, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. 

eb 

Renfrey, Wm, Liskeard, Cornwall, 
March 

Ridge, Geo, Ilfracombe, Devon, 
Feb 29, 


Reg 
Reg 
Reg 


Innkeeper, 
Mariner. 


Scothern, Thos Parker, Saeaen, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb7. Comp. Reg March 

anaes Wn, George-st, - Sil rd, Auctioneer. Feb 20. Comp. 

Feb 

Shearer, nn Leeds, Potted Meat & Dripping Manufacturer. Feb 
10. Inspectorship. Reg March 2 

Shipton, Abraham, Clarendon-st, Kent-st, Borough, Baker. Jan 31. 
Comp. Reg Feb 28. 

Smart, Hy, Uxbridge, Bookbinder. Feb4. Asst. Reg Feb 28, 

Smith, Geo, Tarlington-p!, Edgware-rd, Cattle Dealer. Feb 28, Comp. 
Reg March 2. 

Spicer, Geo, Tolpuddle, Dorset, Miller. Feb 26. Comp. Reg March 2. 

—.: Joseph, Upper Norwood, Grocer. Feb 1, Comp. Reg 

Feb 4. Comp, 


Sterling, John, Newcastle-upon-T'yne, Confectioner. 
Reg Feb 29. 
Stevens, Geo, Langley-p!, 
Comp. Reg Feb 28. 
——? David, Gray’s-inn-rd, Cigar Dealer. Feb20. Asst. 
eb 29. 


Commercial-rd East, Printer. Feb 1. 


leg 
Stringer, Hy, Newbold-rd, Bath-rd, Peckham, no occupation. Feb 6 

Comp. Reg March 2. 
Feb 5. Reg 


Sweet, Susannah, Bristol, 
March 3, 

Taylor, Joshua Stephen, Ewallow-st, Piccadilly, Hair Dresser. March 

2. Comp. Reg March 3. 


Bacon Curer. Asst. 





Trench, Wm, Manch, Clothier. Feb 18. Asst. Reg March 2, 
— David, Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Feb2l.- Comp. Reg; 


arch 3. 
wats Geo, Sheffield, Builder. Feb 25. Comp. Reg March 2, 
Waller, David, Old Kent-rd, Biscnit Baker, March 2. Comp. Reg 
March 3. 
Warden, John, Lpool, Nautical Instrument Maker, Feb 22, Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
White, Eliz, St Paul’s-rd, Camden Town, Schoolmistress. Feb 95, 
Comp. Reg Feb 29. 


Sankrupts. 
To Surrender in London. 
Frrpay, Feb, 28, 1868, 


Avery, Joseph Thos, Barnes-st, Stepney, Clerk. Pet Feb 26. Pepys, 
March 12 at2. Terry, King- st, Cheapside. 

Ayling, Geo, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Adj Feb 16. March 12 at 

as gery: Chas Alfd, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Feb 14, tone 


atl. 

Bailey, Chas Edwd, High Holborn, Ironmonger. 
March 12 at 12. 

Batsford, Geo, Caledonian-rd, Brush Maker. Pepys. 
March 2 at 12. Scott, Basinghall-st. 

Betty, Thos Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Roche, 
March 18 at |. 

Brown, Thus Alderson, Asylum-rd, Old Kent-rd, out of business. Pet 
Feb 24. Pepys. March 10 at 2. Noton, Basinghall-st. 

Callard, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb19. March 16 
at 1. 

Carver, Jas, Harrow, Stationer. Pet Feb 26. March 18 atl. Sead. 
man, London- wall. 


Cloake, Wm, Chalk Farm-rd, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 24, Mar- 
ray. March 9at!. Bennett, Sergeant’s-inn, Fleot-st. 

Cook, Jonathan, Old Kent rd, Linen Draper. Pet Feb 27. Roche, 

‘Adj Feb 19, 


Pet Feb 25. Pepys, 
Head, Martin’s lane, Cannon-st. 
Pet Feb 26. 


Adj Feb 21. 


March il at 1, Croft, Montpelier-row, South Lambeth. 
Cross, Edwd Livermore, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
March 16 atl. 


Drewett, Thos, South End, Croydon, House Agent. Pet Feb 26. Roche. 
March 11 at 1. 
Fell, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. 


18 ati, 
= Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
1. 


Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 
Adj Feb 21. Roche. March 
Adj Feb 19. March 16 


Ginaers Thos, New Parnet, Herts, Carpenter. Pet Feb 25. Pepys. 
March 12 at1l2, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Goodwin, Richd Clayworth, Sidney-st, Somers Town, out of business, 
Pet Feb 26. Roche. March 1] at 12, Rigby, Coleman-st. 

Golding, Hy, Whitcomb-st, Pall Mall, Cheesemonger. Pet Feb 25, 
Roche. March li atl. Newman, Bucklersbury. 

Gomez, Amelia Gumbes Catherine, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet 
Feb 24 (for pau). March 18 ati. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Grant, Rott, Whitehouse-rd, Croydon, Marble Maxon. Pet Feb 26, 
Pepys. March 12 at2. Simpson, Wellington- st. 

Griffiths, Owen, Grosvenor-rd, St Johr's-wood, Draper’s Assistant. Pet 
Feb 26. March 18 at 1. Dobie, Basinghall- -st. 

Hall, Fredk Horatio, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 19. March 
12 atl. 

Hale, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 25 (for pau). Pepys. 
March 12 at 2. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Halie, Lonis, Charlotte-st, Blackfriars-rd, General Dealer. Pet Feb 
25. Roche, March 11 at!2. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 
Hill, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 19. Pepys. 

March 12 at I. 

James, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 19. 
March 10 at 1. 

Jones, John Edwin, Upper Kennington-lane, Manufacturer of Fancy 
Purses. Pet Feb 25. Roche. March 11 at 1. King, Queen-st, 
Cannon-st. 

Langton, Johu James, Luton, Bedford, Tobacconist. Pet Feb 24. 
March 16 at 1. Buchannan, Basinghall-st. 

Lewis, Arthur Percy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 20. March 

Pet Feb 13. 


Pepys. 


16 atl. 

Liddel!, John Wentworth, Widmore, Bromley, Carpenter. 
Pepys. March i2at12. Angell, Guildhall yard. 

Louis, Hy, Wellclose-sq, St George’s-in-the-East, Shipping Agent. 
Pet ~~ 25. March I1 at 12. Greaves, Eldon-chambers, Devereux-ct, 
Temple. 

Lloyd, Alfred, Westbourne-ter, North Westbourne-sq, Grocer. Pet 
Feb 24. Pepys. March10at2, Wright, Chancery-lane, 

sr MY John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Feb 19, March 


16 at 

Haas, doen, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Feb 19, March 
15 at 2 ‘ 

Mason, John Gurney, peeoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Feb 10. 
Pepys. March 10 at 

Maynard, Edwd, +o bll for Debt, Surrey. Adj Feb 21. Roche. 

Adj Feb 19, 


March 18 atl. 

Moore, Edwd Stace, Prisener for Debt, Maidstone. 
Pepys. March 10 atl 

Parker, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 19. 
March 12 at 2. 

Robinson, Thos Sheffield, Bedford-sq, Clerk, Pet Feb 26. 
March 11 at 1. Hancock & Co, Carey-st. 

Sheath, Danl, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 25. 


Roche. March ilatl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
owe Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Feb 19. March 16. 


stedali, John, Weymouth-ter, Hackney-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 
24. Pepys. March 10 at 2. Jenkins, Tavistock-st, Covent-garden, 

Swonnell, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey. Adj Feb 21, Roche. 
March 18 at |. 

Taleen, John Axel, Burdett-rd, Limehouse, Drug Grinder. Pet Feb 
24. Pepys. March !0at2, Shearman, Little Tower-st. 

i = Chas, Clifton-ter, Beckenham. Outfitter. Pet Feb 24, 
a . March 10 at 2. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewr yi 

Todd, John Cattley, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Feb 19. Pepys. 
March 12 nt 1, 


Pepys. 
Roche. 
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Tredre, Ta hes, Wilton-sq, New North-rd, Dealer in Mining Shares, 
che Feb 26. March 18 at1. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers,- Basing- 


Bae a, John, Tower Mill Holt, Norfolk, Miller. Pet Feb 12, Pepys. 
March 12 at 12. Deyle & Co, Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 
Saml, Hammers-lane, Hendon, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet 
Feb 24. Roche. March 11 at 12. Carritt & Son, Basinghall-st. 
Williams, F Longs Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 19. Pepys. 
March 12 
Wilkinson, Wm, Portland-rd, Notting-hill, Teacher of Music. Pet 
Feb 25. March 18 at12. Rae, Mincing-lane. 
Woolnough, Jas Wm, Hoxton sq, Bricklayer. Pet Feb 26. March 16 
at2. Taylor, Church-row, Upper-st, Islington. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Anderson, Geo Garton, 1 age apon-Hull, Romtog Gaver, Pet Feb 20. 
Stephen. Leeds, March ll ati2. England & 
Anstee, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Gioucester. Adj Feb 20. ‘Smith, Bath, 
March 10atll. Bartrum, Bath. 
Artis, Wm, Chatham, Kent, out of business. Fet Peb 25. Acworth. 
March 13 at 2, Peverley, Gresham. buildings, Basinghall-st. 
Ashworth, Edmund, Dean, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Spinner. Pet 
Feb 25. Harris. Manch, March 10 at 12, Standring, jun, Roch- 


dale. 

Ballinger, Chas, Manch, out of business. Pet Feb 27. Harris. Manch, 
March 10 at 11. Stringer, Manch. 

Barlow, Jas, jun, Little Budsworth, rT tt Labourer. Adj Feb 14, 
Cheshire. Northwich, March 11 at 

Bates, Thos, —" Boot Maker. Pet Feb 21, Derby, March 12 at 11. 
Briggs, 

Bell, Thos Pridham, Prisoner for Debt, Exeter. Adj Feb.17. Exeter, 
March !1 at 12. 

Bond, Wm, Loddiswell Mills, Devon, Miller, Pet Feb 19. Exeter, 
March 11 at 12. Floud, Exeter. 

Bouck, Edwd Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Feb 24, Lpool, 
March 12 at 11, Paget, Lpool. 

Bradbury, Thos, Birm, “8 nel business. Pet Feb 25. Guest. Birm, 
March 13 at 10. East, 

Braithwaite, John, Kevtal, a Shoemaker. Pet Feb 24, 
Wilson. Kendal, March 10 at 10. Thompson, Kendal, 

Brook, Lewis, Brighton, Sussex, Fruiterer. Pet Feb 24. Evershed, 
March 14 at lt. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Burman, Thos, Clovelly, Devon, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 25. Rooker. 
March 14 atl. Smale, Bideford. 

Burton, Richd Hy, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Trinity Pilot. Pet 
Feb 26, Southgate. Gravesend, March 13 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 

Bythell, Wm Kenyon, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 19. 
Kay. Manch, March 10 at 9.30. Bent, Manch. 

Camfield, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Carter. Tet Feb 26. Evershed. 
Brighton, March 17 at 11. 

Carr, John, Seatalter, Kent, Baker. Pet Feb 24. Canterbury, March 
10 at 2. Bowling, Ramsgate. 

Carter, Geo, Gateshead, Durham, Cart Proprietor. Pet Feb 26. Ingle- 
dew. Gateshead, March 14 at ll. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Checketts, Benj, Codsall Wood, near Wolverhampton, Veterinary 
Surgeon. Pet Feb 17. Brown. Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12. 
Smith, Wolverhampton. 

Cole, John, Chester, Builder, Pet Feb20, Porter. Chester, March 
10 at 12, Churton, Chester. 

Coleman, Chas, Playden, Sussex, Miller. Pet Feb 24. Butler. Rye, 
March 10 at 12. Dawes, Rye. 

Cook, Thos, Bowling, York, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26. Leeds, 
March 9 at 11. Masters, Lpool. 

Cooke, Robt = Derby, —— Pet Feb !2 Weller. Derby, 
March 12 at 1 Heath, Derby. 

Cooper, Jas, York, Journeyman Plumber, Pet Feb 24. Perkins. York, 
March Il at 11. Mann, York. 

Cowin, Edwd, Manch, Lage ag espe. Pet Feb 26. Harris. 
Manch, March 10 at 11. Lamb, Manch 

Croom, Wm, Selly Oak, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 22. 
Hill, Birm, March 11 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Cutts, Geo, Wolverhampton, Haberdasher, Pet Jan 23. Brown. 
Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12, Stratton, Wolverhampton. 

Dresser, Joseph, Bradford, York, Warehouseman. Pet Feb25. Bradford 
March 10 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 

Farrar, John Hudson, Snaith, York, Chemist. Pet Feb 25. Leeds, 
March 9 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Fielden, Alfd, Sheffield, York, Steel Merchant. Pet Feb27. Leeds, 
March 18 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Flohm, Joseph, Lpool, Outfitter. Pet Feb 24. Lpool, March 12 at 11. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Fothergill, John, Manch, Commercial Clerk, Pet Feb 25, Harris. 
Manch, March 11 at t2. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Freeman, Geo, Hereford, Mason. Pet Feb 26, Reynolds, Hereford, 
March 10 at 10. Carless, jun, Hereford. 

Furness, John, Elland, York, out of business. Pet Feb 25, Rankin. 
Halifax, March 13 at 10. Wavel, Philbrink, Foster, & Wavell, 
Halifax. 

Graham, John, Newsham, Cumberland, Pet Feb25. Varty. Penrith, 
March 13 at 10. Donald, Carlisle. 

Graham, John, Harrington, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 24. 
Were. Whitehaven, March il at 12. Mason, Whitehaven. 

Groocock, John, Birm, ‘Cattle Dealer’s Assistant. Pet Feb 10, Guest. 
Birm, March 13 atl0. Parry, Birm. 

Grosse, Alfred John, Harleston, Norfolk, Solicitor’s Clerk, Pet Feb 26, 
Lyus. Harleston, March lt at 1. Pollard, Ipswich, 

Hall, Robt, Co eker-hill, Stalybridge, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Feb 25. 
Harris, "Manch, March 10 ut 12. Sutton & Eliictt, Manch. 

Hamlyn, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Walton, Adj Feb 18, Lpool, 
March 10 at 12. 

Harrison, eg Prisoner for Debt, York. Pet Feb 15. Bradford, March 
10 at 9. ‘Terry Watson & Robinson, Bradford. 

Hart, Alex, Farnworth, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 25. 
Holden, Bolton, March 11 at 10. — & Muder, Bolton. 

Hickling, David, Nottingham. Fishmon Pet Feb 22, Patchitt. 
Nottingham, April 8 at 10.30, by pre Retiagham. 

~~ Richd, Bull Bridge, Derby, Licensed Victualler, Pet Feb 20. 

Hu bbersty. Alfreton, March 4 at 12, Smith, Derby, 





Hinde, Geo, Chesterfield, Derby, Wheelwright. a Ep 22, Wake. 
Chesterfield, March 17 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Hoar, Wm, Brockhampton, Gloucester, Shoemaker. ” Pet Feb 26. 
Plumbe. Winchcomb, March 13 at 10. Wood, Winchcomb. 
Hollings, Saml, Elland, York, Sausage Maker. Pet Feb 25. Leeds, 
March 9at 11. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 


March 13 at Ml. 

Jarman, Thos, Brynmawr, Brecon, Tailor, Pet Feb 20. Wilde, 

Bristol, March U at 11. Price, Bristol. 

Johnson, Saml, Chester, Miller. Pet Feb 24. Porter. Chester, March 
11 at 12. Cartwright, Chester 

Jones, John, Holt nr Wrexham, Agent. Pet Feb 8. Lpool, March 12 
atll. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Jones, Eliza, Glyncorrwg, Glamorgan, Beerheuse Keeper. Pet Feb 
25. Mor, Neath, March 13 at 11. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Kelly, Martin, Newport, Monmouth, Labourer, Pet Feb 24. Roberts, 
Newport, March 12 at 11. Bradgate, Newport. 

Kelly, Joseph Edmond, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 15. 
Lpool, March 13 at 12. 

Kirby, John, Bradford, York, ‘aan Pet Feb 24. Bradford, March 
10 at 9.15. Harris, Bradford 

Lever, Adam, Bolton, L ter, St Pet Feb 26. Holden. 
Bolton, March !1 at 1}. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Linthwaite, Geo, Birm, Tailor. Pet "Feb 25. Guest. Birm, March 13 
at 10. Maher, Birm. 

Lovatt, Geo, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Potter. Pet Feb 25, 
Slaney. Newcastle-under-Lyme, March 14 at ll. Tennant, 
Hanley. 

Lupton, Saml, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 25, Leeds, March 9 
li. Simpson, Leeds. 

Mars, Lewis, Hartlepool, Durham, Glass Manufacturer. Pet Feb 14 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 10 at 12. Brignall, jun, 
Durham. 

Mitchell, Saml, Lpool, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 26. Lpool, March 
10 at il, Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

Mowbray, Harriett, Brighton, Sussex, House Agents Assistant. Pet 
Feb 21. Evershed. Brighton, March 10at11. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Oxley, Wm, Corringham, Lincoln, Miller. Pet Feb 25. Burton, 
Gainsborough, March 12 at lt. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Oxley, John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Feb 15, Leeds, March 9 

at ll. 


Prior, Joseph, Barnsley, York, Coal Miner. Pet Feb 21. Shepherd. 
Barnsley, March 11 at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Pybus, John, Wakefield, York, Corn Dealer. Pot Feb 21. Leeds, 
March 9 at ll. Stocks, Wakefield. 

Reynolds, Thos, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Cordwainer. Pet Feb 25. Blake. 
Newport, March Il atil. Joyce, Newport. 

Rickaby, Chas, North Ormesby, out of business, Pet Feb 26. Leeds, 
March 'I6 at 11. Webster, Darlington. 

Rimington, Rich, Sheffield, ‘Joiners’ Tool Manufacturer. Pet Feb 21. 
Wake, Sheffield, March 12 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Scourfield, John, Lpool, Surveyor. Pet Feb 26. Lpool, March 13 at 
u. Etty, Lpool. 

Sewell, Wm, St Bees, Cumberland, out of business. Pet Feb 24. 
Were. Whitehaven, March 11 at }2. Mason, Whitehaven. 

Sims, Alex, Matlock-bridge, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 25. 
Tudor. Birm, March 17 at il. Wheatcroft, Matlock. 

Simmons, Jas, Shareshill, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 24, Brown 
Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12. Slater, Darlaston, 

Skafte, Rasmus Christian Mansen, Lpool, Sail Maker. Pet Feb 26. 
Lpool, March 13 at 11. Etty, Lpool. 

—= Robt Rammage, Geo Beardmore Ford, & Saml Simpson, 

Burslem, Stafford, Paraffin Oil Makers. Pet Feb 10. Tudor. Birm , 
March 13}at 12. Walker, Burslem. 

Sleigh, Archibald, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Gardener. Pet Feb 20. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12, Stratton, Wolver- 
hampton. 

Smith, John, Bilston, Stafford, Iron Refiner. Pet Feb 19, Brown. 
Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton, 

Southward, Richd, Ravenglass, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 25, 
Were. Whitehaven, March 11] at ll. Webster, Whitehaven. 

Spellman, John, North Shields, Northumberland, Clothier, Pet Feb 27. 
Ingledew. North Shields, March 12ati0. Wheldon, North Shields, 

Spencer, Edmund, Youlgreave, Derby, Surgeon, Pet Feb 20. Hub- 
bersty. Bakewell, March 2 at ll. Stone, Wirksworth. 

Spendlove, Joseph, Deene, Lacie on age Baker. Pet Feb 21. Sherard 
Oundle, March 4 atl!. Richardson, Oundle. 

Stanley, Michael, Hereford, Milliner. "Pet Feb24, Hill. Birm, March 
11 at 12. Garrold, Hereford 

Stott, Thos, Manch, General Agent Pet Feb 17. Macrae. Manch, 
March 13 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

Strange, Joseph Sagittrey, Botley, Sane, Blacksmith. Pat 
Feb 24. Therndike. Southampton, March 11 at 12. Mackey, 
Southampton. 

Stretch, Hy, Chatworthy, Somerset, Clerk, Pet Feb 27. Exeter, 
March 13 at 12. Baker, Ilminster. 

Taunton, Wm Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Feb 22. 
Tudor. Birm, March 13at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 

Thornes, Joseph, York, Fruiterer. Pet Feb 27. Leeds, March 16 at 
ll. Young, York. 

Turtle, Wm, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 24. Harley. Bristol, 
March 20 at 12. Benson & Elletson. 

Vear, Thos, Bristol, Nail Maket. Pet Feb 26. Harley. Bristol, 
March 20 at 12. Pigeon. 

Walker, Edwin, Litchurch, Derby, Journeyman Joiner. Pet Feb 19, 
Weller. Derby, March l2at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Ward, Benj, Evesham, Worcester, out of business. Pet Feb 2t. Nicoll. 
Shipston-on-Stour, March 12 at 1. Hancock, Shipston-on-Stour. 

Warner, Edwd, Baiby, Northampton, Farmer. Pet Feb 24. Hubbard. 
Rugby, March 10 at lI. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Webster, David, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Feb 24. Brown- 
ing. Redditch, March 16 at 1!. Simmons, Redditch. 

Whittle, Eutychus, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Iron Brasier. Pet Feb 
o Brown. Wolverhampton, March 16 at 12, Bartlett, Wolver- 

ampton. 

Wilburn, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 26. 

Marshall, Cheltenham. 








Wilde, Bristol, March 1! atll, * 


Isherwood, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 19, Manch, 
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Williams, Wm, huh, Derby, Surgeon. Pet Keb: 25, Tador. eid 
March 17 at 11. Tomlinson & Son, Burslem. 


To Surrender in London. 
TvuespayY, March 3, 1868. 
Amery, Jas has gpd aes for Debt, London. Pet Feb 21. 
Pepys. March 19 at 1 
Arbile, Joseph, Prisoner he Debt, London. Pet Feb 19, Pepys. 
March 19 at 1. 
Ascott, John, Harrow-rd, Paddington,’Eating-house Keeper. Pet Feb 
25. March 18 at 11. Rodwell, Connaught-ter, Edgware-rd. 
Bassett, Geo, Rochester, Kent, Builder, Pet Feb 28. March 25 at 11. 
Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Blackley, Wm Geo, Patterson-st, Stepney, out of business. Pet Feb 
28, Mareh 18 at2. Webb, Euston-road. 
Brooking, Nicholas, Basinghall-st, Attorney’s Clerk, Pet Feb 28. 
Pepys. March 19 at 12. James, Essex-st, Strand. 
panes, Geo, jun, Bishopsgate-st Without, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 
March 6 at 1. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
capes, Thos Morris, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 21. March 


Colson, John, Southampton, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 29. Murray. March 
16 at 11. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 
gre Chas Thos Debenham, City-rd, Estate Agent. Pet Feb 29. 
Murray. Mareh !6at 12. Parkes, Beaufort-bidgs, Strand. 
—_— Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 21, March 16 


callara Edwin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 21. March 16 
cent, —, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 21. Pepys. March 


md Chas, Harrow-rd, Paddington-green, House Decorator. Pet 
Feb 25. March 18 at ‘ML. Wilding, Titchborne-st, Edgware-rd, 

Jevon, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 25 (for pau). 
Brougham. March 18 at 12. Lambert, Lower Thames-st. 

Maclean, Patrick Gordon, Little Britain, Watchmaker. Pet Feb 27. 
Marray. March 10a-11. Cooke, New Broad-st. 

Marsh, John Hy Packenham, Brighton, Sussex, Coal Merchant. Pet 
Fer 28. Pepys. March 19 at12. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st, 

North, Arthur John, Cleveland-rd, Islington, Pawnbrokers’ Manager. 
lng 29, Murray. March 16 at 12. George, Bishopsgate-st 

ithin. 

Packer, Wm Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 21. Pepys. 
March 19 at 1. 

Patterson, Geo, Whewell-rd, Cottenhaia-rd, Hornsey-rd, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Feb 27. March 18at2. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 

Radd, Wm, South-st, Islington, out of business, Pet Feb 27. Pepys. 
March 19 at 11. Webster, Basinghall-st. 

Searle, Wm, Sutton, Surrey, no occupation. Pet Feb 27. Pepys. 
March 19 at1ll. Drake, Cloak-lane, Cannon-st. 

Sharp, Joseph John, Prisoner for Debt, Fisherton Anger. Adj Feb 20. 
Pepys. March 19 at 11, 

Taylor, Joseph Thos, Prisoner for Debt,London. Pet Feb 28 (for pau). 
Seen. March 25 at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn- 

elds. 

Thorn, Saml, Hawthorn-cottage, Kennington-pk, Leather Merchant. 
Pet Feb 28. Murray. March !6at1l. Spyer & Son, Winchester- 
house, Old Broad-st. 

Tomkins, Hy Field, Prisoner for Debt, Northampton. Pet Feb 29. 
Pepys. March i9 at 1. Rogers, Southampton-bidgs, Chancery- 
lane. 

Westover, Geo, Smith’s-st, Jubilee-st, Mile End, out of business. Pet 
Feb 27. March 18 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Wyman, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 28 (forpau). Pepys. 
March 19 atl. Olive, Portsmouth- st, Liucoln’s-inn. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Armes, Wm, Hellesdon, Norwich, Cowkeeper. _ Adj Feb J8 (for pau). 
Palmer. March 12 at 11. 

Bedlington, Wilson Peckett, South Shields, Durham. Pet Feb 21. 
Wawn. South Shields, March 16 at 12. Mabane, South Shields. 

Bingley, John, Bole, Nottingham, Labourer. Pet Feb 29. Burton. 
Gainsborough, March 17 at 11. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Blackburn, Sam, Little Ponton, Lincoln, Gamekeeper. Pet Feb 25. 
Thompson. Grantham, March 17 atl1l. Malim, Grantham. 

Bretherton, John, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Feb 28. Hol- 
den. Bolton, March 18 atil. Morms, Chorley. 

Coiclough, Isaac, jun, Burslem, Stafford, Journeyman Potter. Pet Feb 
29. Challinor. Hanley, April 4 at 11. Tomkinsen, Burslem, 

Cooper, Wm Guildford, Stratton-on-the-Fosse,out of business, Pet Feb 
25. Lovell. Wells, March 14 at 11. Hobbs & Seal 

Coulton. Sarah, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Feb 18. Hulton. Sal- 
ford, March 14 at 9 30. 

Dudd, Edwin, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Tea Dealer. Pet Feb 29. 
> org Weston-super-Mare, March 17 at il. Smith, Weston-super- 

are. 

Dunn, Joseph Hall, Garriston, York, Farmer. Pet Feb 20. Leeds, 
March 16 at 11. Robinson, Richmond. 

Fieldsend, Alfd, Sheffield, Steel Merchant Pet Feb 27. Leeds, March 
1$ati2. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Fuller, Wm, Cravens, Sussex, Steam Thrasher. Pet Feb 26. Midwin. 
Horsham, March 16 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Furbank, Alfd, Sheffield, Grocer, Pet Feb28. Leeds, March 18 at 12. 
Unwin, Sheffield. 

Gilbert, Juhn, Oak Farm, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Feb 25. 
Stourbridge, March 13 ‘at 10. Pearman, Stourbridge 

Guest, Joseph, Daventry, Northampton, Organist. Pet Feb 27. Willough- 
by. Daventry, March 16 at10. Roche, Daventry. 

Hancock, Geo, Wigley-green, Derby, Beeershop Keeper. Pet Jan 30. 
Wake. Cherter eld, March 17 at11. Roberts, Sheffield. 

Harper, David, Netherend, Worcester, Beerselier, Pet Feb 28. Hill, 
Birm, March 15 at i2. Corles, Birm. 

Hartiey, Thos, Wheatley, York, Fancy Stuff Manufacturer. Pet Feb 21. 
Leeds, March 16 at 11. ‘Thomas, Halifax. 

Hitchings, Joveph Hy, Pembroke, Publican. 
Pembroke, March 16 at 10, 

Holdsworth, Wm, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Labourer, Pet Feb 26, Marshall, 
Leeds, March 24 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 


Harward. 


Pet Feb 28. Lanning. 





a cari J ohn, 2, L900 Tailor. Pet Feb 21. 

arker. 

Hunter, bre Doncaster, York, Draper’s Foreman, Pet Feb 27. Leeds 
March 18 at 12. Shirley & Atkinson, Doncaster. . 

lles, Geo, Leeds, out of business. Pet Feb 29. Marshall, Leeds, Mareh 
24 at 12. Rooks, Leeds. 

Jackson, Edwd Thos Bache, & Geo Chaffer, Birm. Pet Feb 27. Hill, 
Birm, March 18 at 12, Rowland, Birm. 

Jowett, Danl, Yeadon, York, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Feb28, Bradford, 
March 17 at 9.15. Harle, Bradford. 

Kaye, Nathan, Chas Appleyard, Jas Edwd Saville, Joseph Ashworth, & 
Nathan Ashworth, Wheatiey, York, Fancy Stuff Manufacturers, es 
Febi9. Leeds, March 16at ll. Thomas, Halifax. 

Kidner, Simon, Puriton, Somerset, Pet Feb 29. Levibond. Bridgwater 
March 18 at 10. Veysey, Bridgwater. . 

Lindsey, John, Carleon, Monmouth, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 9. Wilde, 
bristol, March 13 at 11, Graham, Newport. 

Martell, Thos, Warsash, Hants, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 28. Ports. 
mouth, March 16 at 12, Champ, Portsea. 


Lpool, March 13 at a 


gram. Leicester, April4at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

McDougall, Jas, Lpool, ~~ of a Restaurant. Pet Feb 28. Lpool, 
March 16 at 12. Morris, Lpool. 

Murray, John, Hastings, Sussex sWJeweller. Pet Feb 24. Young, Hast. 
ings, March 14at 11. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Parsons, Chas, Bristol, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Feb 27. Harley, Bris- 
tol, March 20 at 1%. Clifton. 

Polton, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Jan 22. Howard, 
Portsmouth, March 16 at 12. 

Pyne, John, Exeter, Carpenter. Pet Feb 28. Exeter, March 13 at ly, 
Floud, Exeter. 

Rawes, Joseph, Birkenhead, Chester, Grocer. Pet Feb 24. Wason. 
Birkenhead, March 10 at 2. Seppings, Birkenhead. 

Read, Jas, Sheffield, Scissors Manufacturer. Pet Feb 28. Leeds, March 
18 at 12. Unwin, Sheffield, 

Reynolds, Wm, Keinton Mandeville, Somerset, Stone Cutter, Pet Feb 
28. Warren. Langport, March14 at 12. Bullied, Glastonbury. 

Roberts, David, Pantyrun Blenan, Merioneth, Joiner. Pet Feb 28, 
Lpool, March 13 at 12. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Shepherd, Thos, Worksop, Nottingham, Joiner. Pet Feb 28. Newton, 
Worksop; March 25 at 3. Appleston, Worksop. 

Shipley, Joseph, South Shields, Durham, Painier. Pet Feb 27. Wawn, 
South Shields, March 16 at 11. Whelden, South Shields, 

Shibley, Thos, Faversham, Kent, Buteher. Pet Feb 28. Tassel. Favers- 
ham, March 13 at 12. Delasaux, Canterbury. 

Slatterie, John Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Nov 15. 
Howard. Portsmouth, March 16 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Stagg, Hy Throughear, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Professor of Music, 
Pet 9g 27, Andrews. Weymouth, March 16 at 11. Tizard, Wey- 
mouth. 

Sutton, Wm, Runcorn, Chesire, Grocer. Pet Feb18. Nicholson. Run. 
corn, March 24 et ll. Day, Runcorn. 

Thorpe, Wm, Elm, Cambridge, Farm Labourer. Pet Feb29. Metcalfe. 
March 19 at 11. Ollard, Wisbech. 

Tremayne, Thos Langford, Liskeard, Cornwall. Pet Feb 29. Childs, 
Liskeard, March 14 at 12. Raby, Liskeard. 

Trench, Wm, Manch, Clothier. Pet Feb20. Macrae. Manch, March 
13.at12. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Tunstali, Ellen, Longport, Stafford, Beerseller, Pet Feb 26, Challinor. 
Hanley, April4atli. Ellis, Bursiem. 

Usher, Jas, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Feb 28. Leeds, March 18 at 12, 
Unwin, Sheffield. 

Ward, Thos Gilbert, Easton, Northampton, Publican. Pet Feb 24. 
Shield. Stamford, March 16 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Waring, John, Warmfield cum-Heath, York, Straw Dealer. Pet Feb 27. 
Mason. Wakefield, March 17 at 11. Nettleton, Wakefield. 

Watling, Arthur, Exeter, Commercial Traveller. Pet Feb 29. Daw. 
Exeter, March 17 ati1. Hughes, Exeter. 

Wells, Wm Hy, Oxford, out of business. Pet Feb 21. Dudley. Oxford, 
March 14 at 10. Thompson, St Ebbs. 

West, Sarah, Hornton, Oxford, Baker, Pet Feb 29. Fortescue. Banbury. 
March 16at12. Kilby, Banbury. 

Whitehead, Robt, Bradford, York, Plumber. Pet Feb 28. Bradford, 
March 17 at 9.15. Green, Bradford. 

Wilson, Jas Hy, Southsea, Hants, Beer Retailer. Pet Feb 26. Howard. 
Portsmouth, March 16 at 10. Champ, Portsea. 

Wood, Joseph, Wigton, Cumberland, out of business, Pet Feb 29, Hodg- 
son. Wigton, March 19 at 11,30. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Wray, John, & Wm Wray, Burton Stather, Lincoln, Shipbuilder. Pet 
Feb 28. Stephen. Leeds, March 25 at 12, Holden & Sons, Hull, 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Feb. 28, 1868. 


Clarke, Paget Wotton, Gloucester-crescent, Regent’s-park, Retired 
Captain. Feb 25. 





SOCIE’ ry, 





G RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE 
I 37, (LD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 

form:i— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e,, whether for a term cervain, or by 
annual or olher payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 


Pruvosat ror Loan on Moantaaces. 





F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





Marvin, Matthew, Leicester, Commercial Traveller. Pet Feb 27. In. 
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—— 
me AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS. 








ps OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, PRINTERS. 





pus OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
SPECIAL TERMS FOR CASH. 





A LARGE DISCOUNT FOR CASH. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
At a Lower Charge than hitherto offered by the Trade. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
25 COPIES, 6, 6d, PER PAGE, CREDIT PRICE. 


pus OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 











ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
B FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE. 








ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
PRINTED ror Tas TRADE ayp LAW STATIONERS. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT. Price for Credit. 
20 Copies. 25 Copies. 30 Copies. 50 Copies. 
BPAges....-.£2 38. 63. £248. 0d. £245. 6d. £2 6s. Gd. 


ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, anp GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7, Symond’s-inn, and Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 











STATES SURVEYED, MAPPED, and VALUED 

by Mr. A, M. DUNLOP, Surveyor and Land Agent, 1, West- 

minster-chambers, Victoria-street, Westminster, and at Aston, Pres- 
on Brook, Cheshire. 





BREAKFAST. 
EPPS’S COCOA, 


INVIGORATING AND GRATEFUL, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
tated GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and h2reby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise. 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “* London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equa 








to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’si 
£3. d. £3. £4. £8. 4, 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand! 18 0 280 304 
TLGitto .eeccccceeee 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 @ 2206 
Table Spoons .... «> 110 Oandl le oO 28 0 300 
Dessertditto se..eceeeeee 1 0 OQand!110 0 115 0 2 2 9g 
Tea Spoons .ececseocseeee O12 Oandd 18 0 13 6 110 0 


Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 38.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s, per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 58. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
ails for cottage, £3, Slack's Cutlery has been ceievrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s,, 16s,, and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
enh ie. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 


As the linits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 

are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 30 drawings, and 

Prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Lronmon: 

y, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 

ures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 

pee for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage fre 
rail, 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Housa, 





es AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 

Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

Exceptionat Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

BItts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bilis purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates anp PurcnasEs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. 

J. THOMSON, Chairman, 





Cyne tse BANK CORPORATIUN 


Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1351. 











Paid-up Capital £1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £441,000, 


-_— 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CuarmmaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esy. 
Depoty-CaaismMaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 

James Blyth, Esq. Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 

John Binny Key, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 

Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 
BANKERS, 
The Bank of Engiand; The Union Bank of London. 

The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., 2ad the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days 
notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office. 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 

Threadneedle-street, London 1867. 





K ING EDWARD THE VI.’s SCHOOL, 
GREAT BERKHAMSTED, HERTS, 
26 miles from London on L. & N. W. R. 


Heap Master—The Rev. E. BARTRUM, M.A. 





FOUR EXHIBITIONS have just been established at this Scheol, each 
of the annual value of £60, and each tenable for 4 years at any College, 
Hospital, or Institution approved by the visitor. They are available to 
Medical and other Protessional Students, as well as te these proceeding 
to the Universities. 

A Prospectus and a copy of the last Report will be sent on application 
to the Head Master. 





Bp Royal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 


Respectfully directs the attention - the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 


STEEL PENS, 


to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quanity 
of MATERIAL, Easy Action, and Graeat DuraBitry, will ensure universal 
preference. 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 
Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
pe ae 1, John-street, New York ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
onaon, 


ryXO SOLICITORS, LANDLORDS, and OTHERS. 

—The Advertiser wishes to lease or purchase Premises adapted 
for Commercial or other purposes, and will make all necessary outlay in 
improvements. First-class references. Commission allo for intre- 
duction if required,—R , Esq., 41, Randolph-street, Camden-road, N.W, 
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JROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1806. 


Invested Capital, £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438. 
Bonuses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Claimg Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,908 ,452- 


President, 
THE RIGHT HONOURABLE EARL GREY. 


The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 


Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 


No. of | Date of| Annual | Sum | Amount with 
Policy. | Policy. | Premium. | Insured. |Bonus additions. 








£ 2. 4. 
4,718 1823 i5 10 


| £ 
10,632 
3.924 | 1821 5 4 


10,164 
9,637 
9,253 
8,576 
2,498 
2,327 


4.937 | 1824 513 4 
5,795 | 1825 57 1 8 
2.027 | 1816 13 4 
3,944 | 1821 15 10 
788 | 1808 




















TnsURANCES may be effected in any part of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to “ The Secretary,” No. 50, Regent-street, London, W. 


Commission.—The usual Professional Commission of 10 per Cent. upon 
the First Premium, and 5 pe: Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
licitors and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 


= a 
YOUNTY FIRE OFFIOgR 
50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON, 


The County Frre Orrice was Established in the year 1806, upon the 
principle that the interests of its Policy-holders and its own should be 
identical. A system of strict economy and caution has enabled 
Direc rs to velarn to their Policy-holders a considerable portion of 
the Premiums found to be in excess of the risks. These Ret which 
originally varied with the profits of the year, are now fixed at the rate 
of 25 percent. They are paid out of a fund specially provided for the 

urpose, and take precedence of the Dividends to the Shareholders 
‘he Insured are exempt from all personal liability. : 

The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy-holdery 

who have participated in these Returns :— 





— Name and Residence of Insured. 


f 





| 


138,142 | William Felix Riley, Esq., Forest-hill .........s000 
Messrs. Broadwood, Gold quare—W. 

W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street—W. 
His Grace the Duke of Beaufort .... 

Messrs. Pim Brothers & Co., Dublin 
Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street—W. 
Major-General Vyse 
Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-street, Soho—W. ... 
Sir James J. Hamilton, Bt., Portman-square—W 
Messrs. C. J. & C. Corder, Brighton eopsubapennh 
John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street—W. ... 
Messrs. Hunt & Roskell, New Bond-street—W.... 
T. M. Gresham, Esq., Raheny-park .....sssccesese 
Samuel Moor, of Carlow.......s.ssse0e . 

The Right Hen. Lord Northwick ... .... 

Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-street—W. 

Charles Prater, Esq., Charing-cross ... 

John Hillman, Esq., Lewes .....see0 

Messrs. Lintott & Son, Horsham. 
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49,024 
209,925 








The Right Rev. Lord Bishop of St. D: 





All communications addressed ‘To tHe Secretary,” County Fire 
Orrice, 50, Regent-street, London, will receive immediate attention. 

Commiss1ion.—The usual Commission of 10 per Cent. upon New 
Policies and Renewals is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional 
Gentlemen introducing business to the County Fire Office. 








FpQUrTASLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000, 

This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 

Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 





é boas LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY. 
Offices—1, Dale-street, ti > aE Cornhill; and Charing-cross, 
mdon. 


The Invested Funds now amount t0,..........0+00++043,401,055 
The Fire Revenue to 836,816 
And that of the Life to 259,039 


The moderate rates of premium, with a guaranteed fixed Bonus for 
the Life Policies of this Company, and their value as special securities 
to third parties, render them particularly advantageous. Whole-world 
leave is granted on reasonable terms, and claims are paid thirty days 


er admission. 
JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 











A LBERT LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 7, 

WATERLOO-PLACE, PALL-MALL. Established 1833. Subscribed 
Capital, Ifalf-a-million sterling. Annual Income exceeds Three hun- 
dred thousand pounds. 

INVALID LIFE DEPARTMENT.—In addition to the advantages 
usually offered by other Life Assurance Offices, the Albert Assurance 
Company possesses a feature of peculiar interest to the public. From 
accuratcly-constructed tables of the risk attendant upon disease, it is 
enabled to assure, upon equitable terms, lives that, cither from organic 
disease or other causes, are not accepted by other offices. 

HEALTHY LIVES.—Assurances are effected, at home and abroad, 
on healthy lives, applicable to every life contingency, at as moderate 
rates as the most recent data will allow. The premiums can be paid 
yearly, half-yearly, or quarterly. 

INDIAN BRANCH.—Premiums for India (both civil and military) 
have been computed on the actual results of European life in that de- 
pee extending over the East India Company’s experience, and 
will be found generally lower than those of other companies. 

FRANK EASUM, Secretary. 





NE PENNY PER FOLIO. Abstracts. 


CPaeset INVESTMENTS.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-strect, London, 
By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 





EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 


DIRECTORS. 
LawForD AcLAND, Esq., Chairman, 
Major General Henry Petham Burn. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. Stephen P. Kennard, ek 
George Ireland, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Manager—C, J. Bratne, Esq. 


The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms 
viz.:—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 
upwards at 6 per cent, per annum. 


Ap plications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company 
Palm erston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 


By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 





B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE, 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THE 
PRINCE OF WALES, 
NTILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 

to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges, Price List 
presented on application. 
All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J, MAYER. 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, B.C. 
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YREEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Limited, 

Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ ‘l'avern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Con+ 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. ‘fhe new hall, 





ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 


Hoorexn & Son, 45, Fiect-street. 


capable of dining 509 persons, and the varieus reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London, ‘The establishmeat can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
aan»ger, CHARLES GOSDEN. 

Wedding Breakfasts provided, 
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